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SHARECROPPERS AND WAGE LABORERS IN SOUTHERN COTTON FARMS 
Introduction 


Data with respect to numbers of sharecroppers have been available 
only for census periods since 1920, for the 16 southern states, and no in- 
formation has been available for other states. Furthermore, no basis of 
estimating numbers of sherecroppers betweer census periods is available as 
yet. Wage laborer data have been available since 1910 in the censuses, but 
these figures are not reliable due to inconsistencies in methods’ of report- 
ing. Data based upon corrections allowed for the census figures, and the 
employment data of the Department of Agriculture's crop reporting service 
are available, however, for the period 1909-36, by areas, 1/ 


It appears that in 1935 theré were 716,000 sharecropper families in 
the 16 southern states of which 537,000 wére located in the 8 principal 
cotton producing states, 2/ There were 1,063,000 hired laborers in 14 of 
the 16 southern states in 1935, of which 757,000 were in the 8 principal 
cotton producing states, 


The total number of workets of sharecropper families plus hired ° 
laborers was approximately 2,348,000 in 1935 in the eight cotton states, 
assuming three workers per sharecropper family. This would represent 
approximately 20 percent of all the persons employed in agriculture in 
the nation during that year. Croppers and laborers were concentrated in 
the upper Piedmont and upper Coastal Plains Areas of South Carolina and 
Georgia, the Black Belt of Alabama and Mississippi, the Bottom Land Areas 
of Arkansas, Mississippi, and Louisiana, and in the Black Land Area of Texas. 


Distinction Between Sharecroppers and Wage Laborers 


Sharecropping is ordinarily accepted as a form of tenancy, and it is 
SO classified by the census. To a large extent, however, it is not unlike 
wage labor except in the method of payment and in the element’'of risk in- 
volved. In contrast to the fixed rates paid to wage laborers, the cropper's 
return for his labor is a fractional part -- usually one-half -- of the re- 
turns from the sale’ of the crops which he produces. With a sharecropper, as 
with a wage laborer, the earnings accrue entirely from human effort rather 
than from investments in land, machinery, or workstock, His tenure status 
does not depend upon control of land or of the use to which it is put, "From 
the standpoint of farm organization, whereby the land owner contributes the’ 
capital and equipment, and the cultivator of the land contributes the labor, 
and the land owner retains ae large measure of control of both the land and 
equipment and the labor, the relationship is virtually that of employer and 
employee rather than that of landlord and tenant." 3/ 


ey, "Trends in Employment in Agriculture, 1909-36," by Shaw and Hopkins, 
Works Progress Administration, National Research Project fa Peto ie A-8, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, - Hovonter LOOOs | Do 06s 

2/ South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Maer se opty Arkansas, Louisiana, 
Texas, and Oklahoma. ; 

7 (Bramnen, C. 0s, "Plantation Organization)" p. Zl. 
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From the standpoint of risk, the cropper's position is similar to 
that of the tenant and the owner. He must accept the chance of weather and 
price conditions, for his labor returns depend upon the sale value of the 
crops which he produces, In this respect the cropyer's position approaches 
that of a tenant, ‘Usually, however, the direct burden of the risk falls 
upon the landowner, for the cropper's resources ars limited, and he must 
depend upon eredit advances from the owner for subsistence and such crop 
expenses as his agreement requires. Should these advances exceed the sale 
value of the cropper's share of the crop, the owner charges the excess’ against 
the succeeding year's crop or absorbs the loss himself, At best, then, the 
cropper status is a transitional one botween a wage status and that of a 

tenant, but his position is more like that of a wage laborer, 


Classification of Laborers on Southern Cotton Farms 


A number of different types of laborers exist on cotton farms in 
southern states, and these types of laborers differ somewhat between’ the 
more general cotton areas. The thrée more general types of laborers, share 
labor, wage labor, and familv labor, are common to all cotton areas. The. 
exact form that the share and wage labor actually take, however, varies 
between parts of the cotton South, 


Share Laborers 


There are five distinct types of share laborers, the most common of 
which is the sharecropper. The other four types actually are derivatives 
of this type. Each type of share laborer is ordinarily furnished a house 
for himself’and family, fuel which he cuts from the farmerts wood lot, a 
garden plot, water, and freo pasture rights for a limited number of live- 
stock, 


(a) Thessharecropper supplies all of the necessary labor to produce 
the crop, and he receives a fractional part (usually one-half) of that which 
he produces. In addition to’the land, the owner supplies the equipment, 
the workstock and their foed, and the seed for planting. When fertilizers 
are used, the cropper usually is required to supply one-half of this. ‘Each 
party to the agreement pays his proportionate share of the costs for ginning, 
bagging, and ties. This type of laborer is common to most of tho Cotton Belt. 


Variations in the agreements exist, but the half-share system is the 
more common, Among the variations are the one-third system and the two-fifths 
system, in which the landowners furnish all of such fertilizers as are used, 
and the croppers receive a smaller part of the crop. Other variations include 
sharing of the expense for planting sced, granting the sharcecropper all of 
the corn which he produces on small acreages, and a multitude of variations 
involving minor crops and occasionally livestock, 


(b) Hoe-croppers are frequently found in the goutheastern States. 
These aro more frequently widows and childron of deceased sharecroppers, al- 
though in some instances the male head of the family is a wage laborer. These 
workers perform all of the necessary lebor in producing a crop, except that 
which is performed with the aid of workstock, In othor words, they do the 
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"hoe" work for hoeing and chopping and the "hand" work for harvesting.: They 
usually receive one-fourth of the crops grown on the land assigned to them, 
and pay one-fourth of any costs of fertilizer and ginning charges. The land- 
owner furnishes, in addition to the land, the workstock and their feed, the 
equipment, the labor for plow work, the seed, and three-fourths of the fer- 
tilizer and ginning costs. 


(c) Patch-croppers are more common to western Texas, although they 
are known to have been used in the Bottom Land Areas of Arkansas. This type 
of worker performs all of the labor necessary for producing the crops, ex- 
clusive of harvest. He receives the standing crops on’ specified tracts of 
the land which he has worked. The landowner furnishes, in addition’ to the 
land, the equipment, workstock and their feed or a tractor and fuel, the 
seed, and tue Pertitizer, if any its ‘usad, (Note: Fertilizers are seldom 
used in western Texas.) The patch-cropper must harvest the standing crops 
which are his wages, and pay ginning cherges for his cotton, and any custom 
charges in the case of some of the other crops. 


One example of this type of laborer is found among field records ob- 
tained in a cooperative study of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, 4/ 

In this instance the "natch-cropper" pyerformed all of the necessary preharvest 
labor for a 160 acre tract of land, of which 59 acres were planted in cotton, 
9 acres in corn, and the remainder (96 acres) in grain sorghums, In return 
for this labor he received the standing crops on 14-3/4 acres of cotton, 5 
acres of corn,’ and 18-1/2 acres of grain sorghums, a total of 38-1/4 acres of 
standing crops, which he must harvest. In addition, he received'a house for 
himself and family. His crop expenses included only the ginning, bagging, 

and tie charges for the cotton harvested from the 14-3/4 acres of cotton. 


(d) Quasi-sharo laborers appear to be peculiar to the Bottom Lands 
Areas along the Mississippi River. They also appear to be associated with 
recent mechanization tendencics in that area, These workers are sometimes 
assigned nominal acreages of cotton -- threc to five acres -- representing 
jess than one-half the acreage normally assigned to sharecroppers, which is 
worked on a sharecropper basis, In addition, they must work for the land- 
owner in his wage crops, 5/ They ordinarily receive ea major part of their 
carnings from wage labor, and the carnings obtained from tho acreage worked 
under sharecropping conditions ere supplementel. The sherecrop serves to 
hold the laborér on the farm for poak labor necds. The’ owner's crops, where 
such labor is used, usually are worked by tractor power, except for the hoe 
work and picking requirements. 

A variation of this is that similar to the hoe-cropper arrangement, 
in which a nominal acreage of cotton is assigned to the worker, and he per- 
forms the necessary labor exclusive of the’plow work which is furnished by 
the landowner in the form of tractor power, and charges are assessed against 


4/ Study of sharecropping and share renting arrangements conducted by the 
Division of Program Planning, A.A.A. in cooperation with the B.A.E. and the 
Agricultural Experiment Station in 9 southern states in 1939, 

5/ The landovner's crops are commonly called wage crops since they are 
worked by tho operator's family labor end wage labor. 


Lhe a. bite wa saibeebeie Ny . wes Aid siecle age ee itieg: ae rimO ae y 
ee ee ion ee aera ugh oi) is ea ean era 
tie 2 ofa he a ete ces, bee Shy rare aes vee Ais ol - ger 

a Me | us ar 2 bi ae Oars vi i i's : whe 4 ‘ioe SHEN Ht a, is sale 

ie ‘sf afi i, piers Perea Fy es Pb ss ipsicees alate! ep a ee homey. oe apy “ace . 

es —' ae : i“) | arate, toe ee ie 


’ i 


ae: if * -% . a3 ~ 
5 ‘ 
SP alias | Ta ee bt ney seo Sir wee: « Pees Vy Taeae Ha ‘a ae alten es SET une 4 4 ‘ { 
he eswA Nk 9 Weer s aePear oF ORR Se i: acl ae 
. i - ~ an ee ks Pet: +a s e i Len a | at} ij ® ¥ oc i | i 4 ' : 
Nady Cre a - ret bes - 54 ) AIS hile schatsina ak BS aah § " : : ie : , an ; 
1 Teg pe ie, lbege velyacut tee rata a le Aled: Mh My eae TAI % 
oe . ial» et TT a} it, Seal) wt a tae AD Pita Q ‘ - s 
pate i Be eer aia teadiace canal re ee ees wires * 
eae or The ek et. tee on Ted baie ie ch ea ee) wie Ka Ite es Lovee” | ne = ea, ; 
Pay i Opie ae ae et EE! Ah55 . a Die colt a n i 1 : 1 : 
TA eT Ber a ee ee ce me ee aks 
i : \! 7 gre , ae - ao TP ; ‘ ‘ 
=e ; . tfrety? } Oy cen? Rie 4 hae aa Ih NAB ant ons: 
ee .« b A = - } * wed ~ . .; A : 
al i. : . re % Whi * eas Aly e it ad Fe ¢ ny i ge : se i ry te Mr * 
; | : i ea ole a * Pe Ce pike ~ 4 —r q 
aha . ; f i ey i) eA Too ¥ a 
bs, | fw soap 4 Pal aed 14 et Chie eee, be 4 a i € Vig rs - eS TAD He 
acyehir eo fn y t o A) dre } wou ) 
Rares, ote i942 sh oN 4, tet ee on hace pee lett ie Re ee 
o pay gr =" , f og i - . a So a ee | 
a dara np teed fae «ye ‘Sey Reh & € HAS eee! avenge i 
F " » reas : 
i ° ; : § J ‘ 5 , 7 
- 4 ‘ iW “ 7 eal | fy 
oe . * 
Bh ie Nine 9 6 a Pea) es to be ORR) A i at Eee rie Be are 
; Wise gh? 9 2 wi me er ser , cf eT ame > teehee: 
: ny ) + =o Ber othe “a ey ite Pee Hy SHAOS ; 
- 5g o73 é et) i & . ; : ke aS { ‘Vs cs # Of Ses } . r ie + .f ’ : at " 
ts “ 7m 4p Ps voy 8 al oa re: rl . 
: perc oh 7 id yy 7 D3 aay NN 2 4 ee ea ate: OME: £0 sy fs honk tae ° ia 
bie MYT ars eit He F oo, ; ‘ 7 : 
Ay PT) co netions “a 5) 1 chile pes dogpile: Masia revtithe iinet 5 ‘ee 
P . re F ' 5 A a : ae 
7 pe * ion & 4 Ugit ine eal it el, i ' 7 , b 
‘ on 4 ; , 7 ‘ b P : : * 2 
ee aes ete’ dt tee wet tye ee eee ids, 287 year aati <F 
wa fe ma! & 10 Lk Ly ‘ * ; oe e Se 
eee i} wa ore boy Yne Toa’ 4 i ‘ bag 7 ie fi r j % Hire +4 ae! ae { 
rae v At Sane SSeS ibe La ary ys Te eats on | - , . | 
_ : " 7 - ‘- pte te ees TSS b 
ss ee me CLS ete ol cg ak i ANE S. BAR ee * i prea ee ‘ls le ; a 4 
ie 3 meter: od 7 A al Uy ta ila e ‘ 
ie 7" sist FY 5 ; ‘ i *?, ck Te go ‘aa wine j 
of a i hs ia Pn fw . e oi 4 m at ' i, \ 7 a * “te Miers i ca oy has ‘nee et < ag ot : ee ks (a Y; ey ry i , 
7 a ; MN 7 a ails pute Av Biante ; 
; rr Pyiite (Sia Lp A! WaT, ty Aa ea det (Cae Cpayh ie = ¥ , ’ ; 
y : ‘, 7 r i 
WA ro ; WIN Pee a ah 25 
i ‘ 
} : 4 j » 
i ; me ‘ ¥ eat" .. Dicer + map 
Bik Miergah ors kor pn aahliometee aia pee et coat _ Aa 
b a * _ pe 
F é; dy Sep hes sch terry ere eater ne ian, Coe RR hae page mens WSS See BS een j 
= ' "y eo 
* ALS ve we hae ¢ ines 
po iaek Ort i Pty ‘sh Ma ABD Ped $3 i a es free ae z oa “4 nahe iit aa g he q t ‘ 
uy ba . . h p . 
Diath a Tare Ce Ae 7h Gilroy! Ayytaet 
; P Y 
i D ( r 
ran a A actet : stanigisy iat i r a high 
' ‘ ; Z 
¥ , : Pe Wir re ] 
vie y Pee pe 7, 
ity | pS? LE: Gey, pe ee se See | 
¢ a i VA J , 4 4 mA - a # 
; sles bahia f -. i % } vant v had iS). wiles F Ba ti] & 
iy ; - - i ae? ou ne ~~ “lel / 
A hi s (h G@R Se UNBRe Oni aa es ad a 
iv vr, x F oe, 4 ie : y 7 — Ps , « re “ee - 
y y A ose vate e.g nd oe on Pin x | aie i? 1 7 
oi ¥ ¥ om I Ce re) 7 { . 
Ail, ceanaiath ocala ute aE pathy an eee 
| ee th an peo ae y ; rah Aas rare J cas 
Ad r = i Teme a a a Pig ‘ Pe ee ag a ee , : id Pe 
Moh ella Wh Bs an Pane eG sailehnon, baad bl f 
“pI ae Hae Lali oa ne |» caer sig See 
at ws x por! P38 , ‘ : tas a , he: y y Me i me 
j fie - 


hay "2 f+ ee steak. aia ne ai 
- ; 

\ “Es bike, bx F RR MG line, & 

” 7 ( a) q z, an ok er eh Ag aie Ns gl 


Rac Sosa, ne qe 


the worker for this service, The worker receives one-half the value of the 
crop, less deductions for the plow work and the other usual charges. In 
addition, the worker is employed at wages in the owner's crops. 


In both cases the worker receives a house for himself and family, fuel 
which he cuts from the owner's wood lot, water, a garden plot, and limited 
pasturage rights for such livestock as he may have, This type of laborer 
appears to be indicative of future trends for the Southeastern States when 
and if labor saving mechanized equipment can be employed in the place of mule 
and horse power, It also may be indicative of the tendency toward the more 
complete transition from share to wage labor, 


(e) Non-managing share tenants might well be considered as laborers, 
probably of a type Slightly higher on the agricultural ladder than share- 
croppers. It is difficult to differentiate this type from the managing share 
tenant, but in order to recognize its existence it is included, Share tenants, 
who work under the Supervision of the landowner and who exercise little or 
no control over the land or of the use to which it is put, are scarcely more 
than laborers, “In other occupations many laborers also own the tools with 
which they work, Thcir earnings accrue from the ownership of equipment and 
workstock as well as labor, which distinguishes them from Sharecroppers. This 
type of labor is more commonly found on the larger farms or plantations in 
the Mid-South and in the southeastern areas, They are granted privileges 
Similar to those granted sherecroppers, They ordinarily receive throe-fourths 
of the cotton crop and two-thirds of other crops produced, They furnish 
three-fourths of the fertilizer , all‘of the seed for planting, the labor, 
three-fourths of the ginning, bagging, and tic charges, the workstock and 
their feed, and equipment, 


Variations exist with respect to fractional shares. Two variations 
in existence are the half-share arrangenent and the’ three-fifths arrangement, 
in which the owmer furnishes all of the fertilizers, and seed for planting. * 
The tenant pays one-half or three-fifths, as the case may be, of the ginning, 
bagging, and tie costs, which is tho share of the crop he receives. Other 
variations ere also in usc, 


Wage Laborers 


Two gencral types of wage laborers -- regular and scoasonal -- are used 
throughout the Cotton Belt. Fither general type of labor may take the form 
of single individuals or families of laborers, ‘As a rule, however, the regular 
labor force lives on the farm of thoir employer, and the seasonal labor foreco 
lives clsewhere. Regular wage laborers, living on the farm, ordinarily have 
privileges like those granted share laborers, that is, thoy are given a house 
for themselves and family, water, limited pasturage rights for their live- 
stock, if they possess any, and wood for fuel which they cut from the land- 
owner's wood lots, The male heads of families of wage laborers aro usually 
employed steadily, or as steadily as sharecroppers, while the other members 
of the family usually obtain only part-time omployment. In this respect the 
working members other than the male head of the family are virtually resident 
seasonal laborers, 
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Seasonel wage’ laborers may come from local sources or non-local sources, 
In most of tho South, soasonal wage laborers are supplicd from points within 
daily commuting distances, although some workers do migrate into areas from 
non-local points. In Texas and Oklahoma, poerticularly, migrant or non-local 
laborers are especially important in cotton production, 


Local seasonal wagc laborers come from families’ of other farm people 
and from nearby urban aroas, Frequently, in the South, they aro dravm from 
other occupations, particularly the domestic scrvants, 


Migrant laborers in cotton, outside of the Southwest, oxist in small 
numbers in virtually every area, but little interstate migration is believed 
to be developed as yet. Increasing mechanization of preharvest operations 
may stimulate en increass of this type of labor, 


According to the Census of 1950, one-third of all farm wage workers 
in the 16 southern stetcs lived clsewhere than on farms in rural aroas, 
Slightly more than one-fourth of all wage workers lived in population centers 
Of bess than 2,500 persons, and ? percent lived in urban areas, In tho eight 
principal cotton states 70,6 percent of the farm wage workers livod on farms 
in rural’ ereas end 29,4 percent lived elsewhere. In tho Zestern (South 
Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama) and Delta (Mississippi, Louisiana, and Arkan- 
sas) Cotton Areas the proportions of wage workers not living on farms were 
26.8 percent and 28,0 percent, respectively, In the Western Cotton Arca 
(Texas and Oklahoma) 33,1 percent did not live on farms, 


Family Laborers 


Family laborers consist of heeds of families and their family members, 
the farm operator's family included, This type of labor, obviously, is com- 
mon to all parts of the Cotton Belt. Its importance tends to vary, not so 
much by areas, but by sizes of farms or operating units. The larger the 
farming unit, the less the relative importance of the family labor within 
the area, 


Labor Organization in Cotton Production 


The labor organization on’ southern cotton farms takes various forms 
in the various areas, Generally, however, sharecropper labor is more in use 
in the castern sections of the southern cotton areas, and wage labor is more 
in use in the western areas, 


In the Eastern Cotton Area (South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama) the 
major dependence is placcd upon tho use of sherecropper labor; in the Delta 
Cotton Area (Mississippi, Arkansas, and Louisiana) wage labor appears to be 
of increesing importance, although sharecroppers are still the major source 
of labor; while in the Western Cotton Area (Texas and Oklahoma) wage labor 
is by far the more important, 


In the Eastern and Delta Areas, individual farms may employ only share 
labor or wage labor, but the more common labor organization consists of both 
wage labor and share labor. In the Delta Area there is an inereasing tendency 
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to use the "quasi-share laborers," those who work nominal acreages on a share 
basis and obtain most of their earnings from wage labor. In the Western Area 
(Texas and Oklahoma), and in particular in the plains sub-areas of those 
States, the wage laborer is used, and a considerable dependence is placed 
upon non-local seasonal labor for harvest. In the eastern parts of Texas and 
Oklahoma, sharecropper labor is still important. 


The "through and through" system is sometimes employed on the larger 
farms with sharscropper labor. It is believed that in recent years there 
has been an increasing tendency toward the use of this system, Under the 
"through and through" system, sharecroppers seldom know which part of the 
large fields of cotton are actually theirs, for all of them work in all of 
the fields. Immediately prior to the harvest the tracts are assigned to the 
various sharecropper families for harvest. For all preharvest work the land- 
owner debits the individual's account for labor performed on other tracts, 
and credits the account for the labor of others on his tract. At settlement 
time the cropper learns what charges have’ been assossed against his account; 
what he has carned from the other workers, the valuc of his sharecrop sales, 
the amount of his "furnish" account, and the cash settlement due him, 


From the operator's point of view the system is desirable, for he can 
use his labor force most advantagcously. If tractor power is used, even 
greater efficiency is obtained. Thore is an alleged advantage from the opera- 
tor's point of view in not telling the laborer which is his tract of cotton, 
for if he knows he will work less effectively on the others't crops. The 
gregarious instincts of the workers, so it is said, makes this system .more 
enjoyable to the workers than working as individual families, 


From the worker's point of view, his part is no longer that of an 
individual cultivator, but he becomes a part of a mass production scheme, 
In any event, whatever the individual superiority of workmanship that exists, 
it goes unrewarded, Furthermore, a great deal depends upon the integrity 
of the owner as to the final outcome from the year's labor of the worker, 
Under this arrangement evon the "good boss man" is subjected to the natural 
scepticism of the workers, 
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Recent Changes Between Types of Le borers 

Figure 1. It has already been pointed out that in 1935 
sharecroppers were concentrated in the river bottoms areas along 
the Mississippi, the upper Piedmont and the upper coastal plains 
areas of South Carolina and Georgia, and in the Black Belt of 
Alabama and Mississippi. 

Between 1920-55 increases in the number of sharecroppers 
occurred principally in the bottom lands oreas of the Mississivpi 
and Red Rivers and in the plains areas cf Texas and Oklahoma. De- 
creases occurred principally in the upper Piedmont of South Carolina 
and Georgia, the upper coastal plains of Georgia, and in the black 


lands of Texas, 
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FARMS OPERATED BY WHITE AND BY COLORED CROPPERS 
Ghanges in Number, Jan. 1,1920-Jan.1,1935 


Ss 


FARMS OPERATED BY WHITE CROPPERS : FARMS OPERATED BY COLORED CROPPER 
INCREASE IN NUMBER, JAN. 1,1920-JAN. 1, 1935 K ‘ INCREASE IN NUMBER, JAN. 1,1920-JAN. 1, 1935 


16 SOUTHERN STATES NET INCREASE ce p 16 SOUTHERN STATES NET INCREASE 
120,270 OR 53 PERCENT eri : 34,695 OR 10 PERCENT 


K 


FARMS OPERATED BY WHITE CROPPERS : FARMS OPERATED BY COLORED CROPPERS 
DECREASE IN NUMBER, JAN. 1,1920-JAN. 1, 1935 ; DECREASE IN NUMBER, JAN. 1,1920-JAN. 1, 1935 


Each dot represents 100 farms 


U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE : NEG. 31330 BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS 


Changes Between 1930-35 


Figure 2 shows the changes in the number of sharecroppers between 1930 
and 1955 for white and colored croppers. The increases of white sharecroppers 
occurred largely in the more mountainous areas of Tennessee, North Carolina, 
Kentucky and Virginia. Some increases are shown for white croppers in the 
Bluff Areas of Mississippi surrounding the moro fertile bottom lands of the 
Yazoo and the Mississippi rivers, and in the poorer upland areas of Louisiana. 
Increases of colossd sharecroppers occurred largely in the Black Belt of 
Alabama and Mississippi, in the Bluff Areas of Mississippi, in the lower 
bottom lands areas of the Mississippi river in Arkansas and Louisiana,and in the 
upper coastal plains area of South Carolina. 


Decreases of white and colored Sharecroppers occurred in the Upper 
Piedmont Areas of South Carolina and Georgia; the upper coastal plains areas 
of North Carolina, Georgia and Alabama; the Suid Hills Area of Alabama; the 
Bottom land areas of Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana and Texas; the Black 
lands of Texas; in the High and Low Plains; and in the Corpus Christi areas 
of Texas; and in southwestern Oklahoma. 
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FARMS OPERATED BY WHITE AND COLORED CROPPERS 
Ghanges in Number, 1,1930-Jan.1,1935 


FARMS OPERATED BY COLORED CROPPER 
INCREASE IN NUMBER, APR. 1.1930-JAN. 1, 1935 . 


FARMS OPERATED BY WHITE CROPPERS 


FARMS OPERATED BY COLORED CROPPERS 
DECREASE IN NUMBER, APR. 1,1930-JAN.1,1935, 


DECREASE IN NUMBER, APR. 1,1930-JAN. 1, 1935 


16 SOUTHERN STATES NET DECREASE 


16 SOUTHERN STATES NET DECREASE 
35,533 OR 9.3 PERCENT 


24,489 OR 6.2 PERCENT 


Each dot represents 25 farms 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE NEG. 38294 BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS 
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CHANCES IN THE NUMBER OF CROPPERS BY STATES, 1920-35 


Table 1 shows the changes in the number of sharecroppers between 
1920, 1930, and 1935, Increases occurred in every state between 1920 
and 1930, but decreases occurred between 1930 and 1935 in the states of 
Alabama, Georgia, Arkansas, Texas, Oklahoma, Florida, and North Carolina, 
More than three-fourths of the sharecroppers reported in 16 southern states 
were located in’the 8 principal cotton producing states. In the’latter 
group of states, the more pronounced changes occurred in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, and Oklahoma between 1920 and 1930, In 
these states increases ranging between 54 and 136 percent over the respect= 
ive numbers for 1920 occurred. Between 1930 and 19235 decreases ranging’ 
between 12 and 35 percent occurred in Alabama, Georgia, Arkansas, Texas, 
and Oklahoma. Only South Carolina, of the eight principal cotton producing 
States, showed any particular increase, in which case there was a 39 percent 
increase, 


The more radical changes occurred in the Western Cotton Area, where 
a 63.2 percent increase in the number of sharccroppers occurred between 
1920 and 1930, only to be followed by a 28,6 percent decrease between 1930 
and 1935, In’the Delta Cotton Area a 56.6 percent increase occurred between 
1920 and 1930, but the change between 1930 and 1935 was negligible (a 2.7 
percent decrease). In the Eastern Area the changes were in the same direc- 
tions as in the other areas, but less marked, for an increase of 13.6 per- 
cent occurred in this area between 1920 and 1930, and a decrease of 9,4 
percent between 1930 and 1935, 
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Table 1.~ Changes in number and percent of sharecroppers, 
ae states and areas, 12920-1935 
: 1926 : 1930 : Change 1920-30 : 1935 : Change 1930-35 
State and area ; : : : : : : 
: Number :Number : Number ; Percent: Number: Mumber :Percent 
astern cotton area: 
Alabama eee 65 ; ee Z: 1 spat +k BELO § 465238 -18,/89b 290 
South Carolina bila! fa, 48, 939 + S15O A 1S) 674 O74, F205050 | o8,9 
Georgia ee 7 100: oe JZ 5.391 _f# 3.4 30, 425 =20 
Total 189,183 214,927 / 26,744 713.6 194,637 -20,290 - 9.4 
Delta cotton area: 
Arkansas 47.665 75,034. £ 27,369 ~ 57.4 65,605 - 9,451 -12.6 
Mississippi 86,859 135,293 + 48,434 / 55.8 136,913 ~ 1,620 £ 1.2 
Louisiana 31,309 49 428 PLE UL Oe et ORO! 6! DOL) ae Od aie 
Total 465 , & 888 Bao oO) 7 95,928 - 56,6) 202 750.) = 77020 cae 
Western cotton area: 
Texas PAs Aly 76;468 28,654 -27,3 
Oklahoma £155 69 135,640 - 7,415 -35.2 
Total 7 63.2 90,108 ~36,069 -28.6 
Three cotton areas 432 ,323 600,€59_ £358,556 7 59.0 557 ,48¢ 480 __-€ -63,379 -10,5 
Other areas: 
Florida 4,291 4,816 # B26 # 12,2 iki eee en ost 
Delaware 208 225 f Lp eee OO 5O #222 
Maryland aos (i646) 4 (187 of 12.8 1,661 is LS) AO 
Virginia MONS A? bo) oA 85,508 wt 25,8) be, B69 "-*) 7986 7 
West Virginia Pees) 1 esa e206! fF . 1207 3-045 £1,209 65,9 
North Carolina 39,959 69,091 # 29,152 + 7 oe0 66,593 - 2,698 - 3.9 
Kentucky Sona SG, ee eo Ff 2.7  33;014 £2,764. 7 Od 
Tennessee 083,078 50,604 ¢ 125226 Z Onis oF al a oa aL f 2,5 
Total Be, (oo 0ly 75,429 419 Ty AG 651.9 7 36.2 178,776) fF Sb Cora 2 
Total United States 1/ 561,091 ome pn 7215,187 ‘4 38.4 716,256 -60,022 - 7.7 


1/16 Southern € sates. 
Bureau of the Census, 
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CHANCES IN {2% NUMEER OF HIRED WORKERS, 1909-36 


Table 2 shows the trend in the number of hired workers in the three 
principal cotton producing areas during the period 1909-36, In the Eastern 
Cotton Area and the Delta Cotton Area decreases in the number of hired 
workers occurred, but in the Western Cotton Area an increase occurred be- 
tween 1909 and 1929, During the period 1929-34 decreases occurred in the 
number of hired workers in the Eastern and Western Areas, but in the Delta 
Area after 1929 the decline in the number of hired workers continued only 
tizoueh 2982. 


During the periods 1920-30 and 1930-35, the periods for which share- 
cropper data are shown in Table 1, above, the changes for hired laborers 
are as follows: 


1, Eastern Area: 1920-30, an increase of 1,000 or 0.3 percent 
1930-55, a decrease of 4,000 or 1.4 percent 


2 Delta Area: 1920-30, a decrease of 20;000 or 8.4 percent 
1930-35, an*increase of 9,000 or 4.1 percent 


5. Western Arca: 1920-30, a decrease of 1,000 or 3.5 percent 
1930-35, a decrease of 63,000 or 22.3 percent 


diatecs aly)! at [Aves al” dare 


al : ys Ls 
Ss dey W's hips Oey an m 
yt ie So 


7 
© aren sneent ~~ 


wee 


a; 


ene) sbi is sso ital Wo: PSC) IR: COS 


mreat ‘9. A¥ ee i eo Ns ns, a toad bay 0 Pet Pd ae 7 : . 
hk Rates ites oo. se ro i Me a rr 
ra ae eae betOue. Ss Sees eae > 
‘wig Bae mi. geal, aaa Wahu ai i ane 
ew agri ih vee mroeay ae’ cA 


“ORAS 23258 neh: of t * : “iW : eat r | ne find Tee . silt «dik. oecaeatt 
PeeIetns Tvl fot 6 Sou fo vernal L Wee ais Tay are aoe ssa 


‘ 


sete Ou me 8 cing ee SOR pes pagal \ 


Rp i 


: ‘ ° ? a - (i + 
ro, vy rat 1 A er + ; ' : , : * 
| + a ‘I ; 
a 7 7 { 7 a - . 
, * . olay : " a Ca aya! nm pee 7 7 
PT et Aes Be cy? 6 ae @ Qn <0Ine) 22h) see 
‘’ . 7 i“ 0 Ta 2 or ren 2 
maser | gt } i Ok Ree : ei 
, ' ' t ‘ of ye y 
cA > we : f : be , yi <n * . a - : 
MAES OY; ie, - Lon & (Oe aes wae ary, iri “ee ay) Aa), 


U 
‘ i ad a Bai s Ne r= th “Ace! - | 
Pa aks r eae , (x ye ) A ae ® n A wi ( ree Mi \ ‘i : >= ; m a 


a 


Table 2.- Trends in numbers of hired workers in the three principal 
cotton areas, 1909-36 


CATT 7 esreesovoeencns’ _—_— i ee ke Ge to ee PACA ¢ Fee 
:_Hastern Cotton Area: Delta Cotton Area Western Cotton Area 
:Average number: Index :Average number: Index :Average number: Index 

Year shired workers :(1924-29:hired workers :(1924—29:hired workers : (1924-29 


: (thousands) : = 100) : (thousands) : = 100) : (thousands) ; = 100) 


1909 ; 319 102 2o7 ay, a3] 79 
1910 : S17 LOW: 25 es nod. SL 
LES ge 816 LOL Pages ae 24h 82 
LOTR: S14 LOO 2A aie 2a0 84 
19133 313 LOO ae aie 256 86 
POV € 312 LOO Puget 112 262 88 
LOLs a 311 99 251 2 267 89 
TO VGs i O12 100 252 hie 275 92 
Oy 305 97 265 109 274, 92 
1918 : 297 95 aay 105 270 90 
1919 = 289 92 A324 15 267 89 
1920 : 294 94 ast 105 284 95 
LOD] 299 S6 236 105 235 95 
1922 3: 303 97 238 106 238 96 
ooo 297 95 23h, 104 288 96 
OZ e 297 95 pen 99 290 97 
1925 3 299 96 PAW 94 293 98 
192b 32") 104 240 PEALE: 305 102 
Ose 328 105 aR 99 234 95 
1928: 308 98 227 101 295 99 
1929 : 318 102 Zeal OU 326 109 
1930 3 295 94 ay OG 283 95 
Igo eT Wes 287 92 200 89 er 91 
1932 ¢ 223 90 arse) 3° 249 83 
189 56 99 deer: ei sy Aas 96 Ze 73 
1934 : 75 8 226 100 210 70 
OBS: eo). 93 226 100 220 yy 
1936 : 292 93 PEN L077 236 79 


Obtained from "Trends in Employment in Agriculture, 1909-36" by Shaw and 
Hopkins, Works Progress Administration National Research Project Publication 
A-8, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, November 1938. 
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Changes in Cotton Harvested Acres, 1909-36 


In Table 5 the changes in the number of acres from which cotton was har- 
vested are shown, For the United States the screage has ranged roughly between 
30 million and 45 million acres during the psriod 1909-36, Between 1909 and 
1920 the range was between 30 million and 36 willion acres. During the period 
1920-30 the range was between 29 million and 45 tillion acres with a noticeable 
increase between 1920 and 1926, and a slight decline between 1926 and 1930. 
After 1930 a more rapid decline occurred, particularly between 1932 and 1934, 


More than 90 percent of the cotton acres harvested were in the eight 
principal cotton producing States, but the changes as between the three cotton 
areas varied. in the Eastern Cotton Area the trend-in acres of cotton harvested 
has been generally downward since 1909. In the Delta Cotton Area the trend was 
upward through 1950, and downward since that date. In the Western Cotton Area 
the trend was upward between 1909 and 1925, but since 1925 it has been downward. 


Attempts to reconcile the changes in cotton acres harvested with changes 
in number of croppers and hired workers proved almost futile. This is partially 
due to a lack of data on the number of sharecroppers between census periods. 
Furthermore, for accurate interpretations, analysis should be made for smaller 
and more homogeneous areas than the three general areas. Price and wage changes, 
and technological diffsrences should be considered, also. 


In the Hastern Area increases in numbers of croppers and hired workers 
occurred between 1920 and 1930 despite a reduction in cotton acreage harvested. 
Since 1930 only nominal decreases in croppers and hired laborers accompanied 
a marked reduction in cotton acreage harvested. 


In the Delta Area a Sharp increase in the number of Sharecroppers 
accompanied the acreage increase between 1920 and 19350, but there was a net 
reduction of 20,000 hired workers. The acreage decrease during 1930-55 which 
brought the total number of harvested acres of cotton to 774,000 acres below the 
1920 acreage, and 3,591,000 acres below the 1950 acreage, was accompanied by a 
gecrease Of only 7,020 croppers and an increase of 9,000 hired laborers. 


In the Western Area, between 1920 and 1930, there Was an acreage increase 
of 4,697,000, and the number of croppers increased by 48,870, but the number of 
hired laborers declined by 1,000. Between 1930 and 1935, the decline of 
7,092,000 acres was accompanied by. a decline of 36,069 croppers and 63,000 
Hired Taborers. 


" i : ov 
, Cee 
La, 
~ at ares 
‘s 4 .. ~ 
- Ect, Gee? AQIS Cul m, Varo: 
| | 0 | $ 7 ek ' rn 
oaaH THE YAGER Ms Bir) ata a” Wh got : 


: r Sle Pe" ios y 
y ; “ (Byeqge ety? | ‘a gee iof,: es ae 4 
Seeger, dp SPiN” Seas 20)? 
~e : rn | fam hie! : ¥ 
he Fein) Cr, pisos a Doe Bie 


5 ’ Fe oy Nya 5s hih< Aa peta s ahs Ps abe, « 
r eS fin ibe ut Ue RS ae erase iT) oe a) 


é o% 


i “ 
, 
an ; 
oi ? | “ ra ov 4 
ign hahaa ee 2. 
i » ee me ee ON Seis ore, a 
My ony Pe Th sey a ay a re hy 
Meat so, - > Se.. t - , 
Pea een fre a0 c é 
sa Glo - ¥ — ¢ 5 s - b 
DRG Pre Te ty ; in %, ' z 
eee a ; 
“ai Pre Le of . 
a Wo We ol > 
er => La + ’ x ‘ % ; ‘ hia 5 
a th RT| a [As 4 4 Any | 
' 2 
; a “ ‘ =| 
; ) ‘ : ‘ ‘ 
a | peepee waite 4) “7 
| Mb ieag \ ; - 
bie ‘ in ie : 
cae ee oe ae Pare ~ iw 4 7 ; " ; ) 
j Aa 
_* ss : i - : ‘ 
. gs Pa hes. ul Po 3 na , 
| j 5 z - ' apa , 
mn ie _ a“ A | we li’ Patel Boho § . i fe 
) : ; J : ad ay 
; i © ra A a ath F ; 
go ate: rv! he " | 
» a ne 
ey Gi 7s 
5 ry Ps 
> , cA a 
a igs N i i yr . & ; f S 
a 4 , 
he er aif, of ; a va Yous ej ‘ 
" ai al : ort, ‘J _—— * . 
nc 4 Ay % ‘ a 2 
‘ “a Vice ht os ¢ . : 
; on : . be ee 
a 2 - f os F hes , ; 
. : f raed - 
‘ i . 
1 g yep!" iy » Sf > te) j . . ; i 
a! " : 
z 
ow 9 ee, ; a ¥ P : F x , : “4 
’ 
ia a : 
» a = 7 6 - eo j Py i 2 i. 
i af jo Yi nays: Uy ' 7 - , 
Ses : : a fs Vib) we z ' M 
— : o 7 - _ ih en a ae eee | ; ay ‘4 ( ond , 
= ‘ , 
: { ; ra aes 


. 7 le 7 ca - 7 
: = : . 2  - : ae , ath 
; ee ee et 5 > a, ae y ‘ - 


f 


- : ee 


Table 3.- Changes in acreages devoted to cotton in’United States and 
in the three principal cotton areas, 1909-36 
(In thousands) 


eae ee ee 


: United : Fastern: Delta: Western ‘ 
Year MoveLetuus, <COLLOD, 824) CObvon ; Cotton ; Other 

se LOD el Dye Areas 08s 2) ATea 3 Area : Areas 
1909 30,955 Lote to Grete 11,874 EPs) 
LILO rol nro 10) 107399 65167 iE eyole) 2,014 
poy 34,916 115330 62509 145,317 ee She) 
112 BeyOOT 10,652 5,680 RS age nk ae os! 
L913 30 5206 10,656 6; 541 15,594 25200 
1914 20,615 ears 6,449 14,870 ee arts: 
1915 Ad goo 9,894 5,402 ey ode ABS els) 
1916 33,071 POLO 6,603 13,482 25,413 
2947 32,245 Geos 6,180 14,121 25443 
1918 30,038 LOGI S i002 15,022 2,000 
1919 32,906 G71. 6,647 Lee (oe 2,346 
1920 34,408 w,009 Sera 15,370 2,625 
1921 26.678 EAL ET: 5; 841 NBs PAIRS) ZL O9 
1922 SL O61 7,144 6,548 14,794 Byoor 
1923 35,950 15 Oe 6,924 17 9S repens’ 
1924 Bo 001 7,663 7,194 20,852 3, 134 
1925 44,386 8; 869 8,730 22,624 3,483 
LYZO 44,608 9,502 OpeLo 22,060 35429 
1927 38, 542 8,242 7,500 Lone 90 Boor 
120 42,434 S702 7, ONG 20,894 0,200 
192 43,232 8; 906 9,412 20,939 3,429 
1930 42,444 S907 95095 20,067 6,280 
19S 38, 704 8,124 Riga Lee 50 2,819 
122 Bo, O91 GCSES 8, 854. 16,442 Bie oe 
135 29,383 5,859 6,662 15; 939 2,462 
1934 26,866 oyool 9,886 12,744 Byooo 
Rooo 217, 500 2; 760 6,002 LA ao 2; 86 
1936 30,054 6,020 6,905 14,124 2,014 


ee ce a ET TE 


Obtained from "Changes in Technology and Labor Requirements in Crop Pro- 
duction, Cotton," by W, C. Holley and Lloyd B, Arnold, W.P.A. National 
Research Project, Report No. A-7. Philadelphia, Pa, Sept. 1938. 
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Comparison of _Chenges in Cotton~Lint Price S / in Relation to Wage 
Rates / with Changes in the Percentages of Tenants and i Laborers _/ 
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Table 7 shows for the three principal cotton aress a comparison of 
changes in pricing cotton lint expressed as 23 ie ee of demand with changes 
in the percentage of tenants (including crop vers) and changes in the percentage 
of laborers. The theory suggesting this Consarison is that as prices tend to 
rise more rapidly than wage rates there will be a tendency for farm operators 
tO Substitute wage labor for share labor, and as prices decline more rapidly 
then wage rates, the tendency will be toward the use of more share labor. 


The theory appears to be true, although this table does not establish 
it as a fact, The incompleteness of the data for tenants and laborers is one 
determent and the inability to separate out for the complete period the pro- 
portion of the tenants that were share tenants and sharecroppers and the pro- 
portion of the laborers that were wage laborers is another, Had these data 
been available, a more complete understanding of the basic causes of many of 
farm labor and tenancy problems might have been available. 


The theory appears to hold true, in spite of the inadequacy of the data, 
excepe tor vwo periods. The first is the period between 1910 and 1920, during 
which the war of 1914-18 is believed to have created a labor shortage which 
affected the relationship. The second is the a Oe between 1930 and 1935; 
in which the restraining influence with respect to changes in numbers of 
tenants and croppers included in the Agricultural i pen and the Soil 
Conservation and Domestic Allotment Acts may have affected the otherwise 


logical reaction. 


Comparisons of changes should be made with the changes immediately 
prior to the years for which labor and tenancy data are available. 


ty Basic data obtained from Agricultural Statistics, 

ae Computed from agricultural Marketing Service, U. S. Denartment of 
Agriculture wage rate series wage rates per day without board. 

PY Based on unpublished manuscript by C. L. Stewart and As Ha Harrington, 
University o1 Lilinois, Urbana; Illinois, for the period 1880-1900; "Trends 
in Employment in Agriculture, 1909-36" by Shaw and Hopkins, WPA, National 
Research Project Report A-8, November 1938, for the period 1910-35. 
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Table 7.- Comparison of changes in cotton lint prices in relation to wage rates 
with changes in the percentage of agriculturally employed persons that 
re tenants and laborers in the three principal cotton areas, 1880-1935 


1880 
1881 
1882 
+ 9 1883 
1884 
1885 
1886 
1887 
1888 
1889 
1890 
1891 
1892 
1893 
1894 
1895 
1896 
1897 
“4 1898 
1899 
1900 
\e F LESTONE 
1902 
1903 
1904 
1905 
1906 
1907 
1908 
1909 
1910 
1911 
L912 
LOTS 
1914 
15 
1916 
1917 
1918 
1919 
1920 
1921 
1922 


sirdex, or: 
Year:trice of: 


TOG MoM 
ule Wale 


B90 
2 tek 
Sook 
Coe. 
83.7 
75.4 
75.4 
Coed 
77 4 
Cbed 
fe oe 
65.9 
76.0 
63.8 
41.8 


69.4 


60.7 


64.0 
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1 
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Bebo. OL price of 
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to wage rate with- 


:_ out board index 


137.9 
142.2 
116.4 


daira 


105.3 
LO. 9 
106.4 
106.3 


Mar, 
131.4 


90.0 
LOTS 


104.4 


73 
L16.6 
Oe 


Shs beste) 


155.3 
125.0 
88.4 
103.9 
eh. 

69.0 
106.2 
iSeabeat 
Ue AbeyS) 
143.8 
146.7 

58.6 
Line 
149 .6 


136.4 
12549 
90.6 
LOSie/ 
ILA. 2 
66.4 
o9.9 
146.0 
182.4 
147.4 
130.9 
O4.7 
LOS. 2 
LOU 1 
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Table 7 Cont'd, 


: : Ratio of price of : Percentage of |: Percentage of a 

:Index of: cotton lint index > agriculturally : agricultural ly 
Year:price of: to wage rate with- : employed thet : employed that 

cotton : out board index Sleeve nenle 4 Dae su sere laborers... 


want :Hastern: Delta: Western: Kastern: Delta: Western: Eastern: Delta: Western 


1923 261.5 213.8 196.8 198.2 

ied 208.7 Loto, 148.0) lai. 

1925 178.4 lege del.o J1e).9 

1926 AEG YS) 78.4 76.0 Tool 

L927 Loo Lode Borel  1Poed 

1928 163.8 HOw elias. vlad 

1929 Dated EES SLOG. or 10/1) 

2930 86.2 69.4 65.4 66.0 50.9 356.35 04.3 05.8 46.9 43.9 
eo o1.5 06.5 OO ok 035.8 

1932 09.4 89.6 83.2 81.6 

1933 96a. Lege 56,6. (loess 

1934 112.6 14S) 14058) 13720 

1935 101.0 Vee. loos. Side. 51.4 04.9 56 .0 O1.2 46 23 58.2 
1936 112.3 AO aloes, ooy e 

LgS/ 76.6 Bom ne ole 75.4 

1938 78.2 63.9 84.5 78.1 
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Percentage in Hach Tenure Group in the Three Principal 
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Cotton Areas, 1880-1935 —/ 


RN TE i am ee 


he three preceding tables suggested ih) 
other ree Sherecrovpers and wage laborers we 
prices and wage rates should be considered; 
should be included; end (4) that analysis shou 
homogeneous areas. 
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Figure 3 shows the percentage in each tenures group between 1880 and 1955 
for the three areas. The proportion of sll those employed in agriculture that 
were owners has cee use in each of the three sreas, The proportion that were 
tenants, ga croppers, has increased. The proportion that were laborers 
(hired and family workers) has declined slightly. 


In the Eastern Area, otmers declined from 20.6 percent in 1880 to 15.5 
percent in 1910. “In 1920 end 1935, owners represented 17,4 percent of all 
those engaged in agriculture in the area, but in 1930 they were 15.8 percent. 
Tenants, including croppers, imcreased from 18.3 percent in 1880 to 31.4 percent 
in’ 1955, sinee 1920, when it was Tirst possible to separats tenants from 
eroppers, tenants pave decreased from 18.1 percent to 15.9 percent in 1930, 
ea inerensed Go 17.6 percent in 1955. Croppers were 11.8 percent in 1920, 
and they increased to 15.0 percent in 1950 and decreased to 13.8 percent in 
1935. Since 1910, when it was first possible to separate hired laborers from 
family pee: hired laborers have increased from 18.2 percent to 20.6 percent 
in 1935. Family workers, during the same period (1910-35) decreased from 39.7 
percent io “30 6 percent. 


in the Delta Area, the percentage of all those employed in agriculture 
that were owners declined from 22.9 percent in 1880 and 25.6 percent in 1890 
TO sL7.4 percent in 19S0 vend 16.8 percent in 1935. Tenants, including \croppers, 
Were L3.90 pepncent in i680 and increased to 56.5 percent in 1950 and 44.9 percent 
i 1935. ~oimce 1920, tenents excluding croppers declined from 17.1 percent to 
16,4 percent in 1935. Croppers, on the other hand, increased from 13.4 percent 
in 1920 to 19.4 percent in 1930 and 18.5 percent in 1935. Laborers (hired and 
family laborers) were 63.6 percent in 1880 and they declined to 46.3 percent in 
M055. Hired Wwaberers were 14.7 percent ian 1910, bub they increased to 19.2 
percent im L920 and declined to. 16.5.percent in 19395. 


ey Based U upon unpublished manuscript by C. L, Syewart and A. HH. Harrineton, 
Vaoivereli yoo lanoie. wurbane, “illinois, for the period 1680 to 19003. "Trends 
in Emloyment in Agriculture, 1909-36" by Shaw and Hopkins, WPA National 
Research Publication A-8, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, November 1938; and the 
Census. 


In the Western Avea, owners represented a higher proportion of the 
agriculturally employed than they did in the two other areas. The direction 
of the chenges, however, were much the same. In this area owners declined 
from 54.5 percent in 1880 and 36.5 percent in 1890 to 21.8 percent in 1930 
and 25.8 percent in 1935. Tenants increased from 20.8 percent in 1880 to 
50.6 percent in 1900, declined to 26.5 percent in 1910, after which year 
they increased steadily to 36.0 percent in 1935. Tenants, excluding 
croppers, were more important in this area than in the other two areas 
between 1920 and 1930, They were 21.6 percent in 1920 and increased to 
28.2 percent by 1935. Croppers were relatively few, for they were only 
°6.6 percent of all those employed in 1920, 10.1 percent in 1930 and 7.8 
percent in 1935. Laborers, including family and hired laborers, were 
44.7 percent in 1880 and declined to 36.6 percent in 1900, increased to 
00.1 percent in 1910 and declined thereafter to 38.2 percent in 1935. 
Hired laborers increased from 19.8 percent in 1910 to 24.2 percent in 
1920 but declined to 19.0 percent by 1935. 
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PERCENTAGE IN EACH TENURE CLASS GAINFULLY EMPLOYED IN 
AGRICULTURE IN COTTON, 1880-1935 
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Changes in Labor Requircmonts in Cotton Production 


Figure 4 shows the changes in labor requirements per acre of cotton, 
The labor requirements, per ae, are greater in the Piedmont, the Coastal 
Plain, the Hastern Hilly, and the Mississippi Delta areas, They are lower 
in tho Western Hilly, the Texas Black Waxy, and the Western Somi-arid areas. 
Preharvest roquirements are higher in the areas of greatest precipitation, 
the arcas in which the total requirements are higher, Harvest labor re- 
quiromonts follow closely the yield obtained in tho various arcas. The 
harvest requirements are greater in tho Mississippi Delta area and lowost 
in the Western Semi-arid areas. One other factor, other than yield, affect- 
ing the lower requirements in the Wester arcas is tho practice of "pulling" 
or “snapping” rether than picking the cotton. 


Inereased mochanization of cotton production will have the least 
effects in preharvost operations in the Western areas, for mechanization 
has already had’ its grostost offects there. in the future it may be ex- 
pected, however, that requirements for preharvest operations will decline 
in the other arcas. 
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Changes in Tenure Status for Homoreneocus Areas 
es Lor nomogmeneous Areas 


i, Arkansas Bottom Land Area 
In a study made by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics in coopera-~ 
tion with the Agricultural Adjustment Administration and the Arkansas : 
Agricultural Experiment Station in three Bottom Land counties in Arkansas, 
it was found that definite shifts from sharecropper and share tenant labor 
toward wage labor had been going on between 1932 and 1938 (Table 4). On 
the 221 farms surveyed a reduction of 32 share tenants and 177 sharecroppers 
had occurred while the number of wage families increased by 162 and the 
number of single wage hands increased by 50. Other renters increased from 
zero to six, This amounted to a reduction of 15.7 percent of the 1932 num- 
ber of share laborers (including share renters and sharécroppers) and an 
inerease in the number of wage famliies of 44,3 percent. Single hands in- 
creased 68,2’percent, The net decrease in the number of households, including 
Single hands, amounted to only 0.6 percont, 


During the period, the cropland in the 221 farms increased by 8,653 
acres, due largely to land clearing operations. For this reason the data 
were calculated so as to hold the land factor constant and the calculations 
were made on the besis of the number of families in each tenure class in 
relation to 10,000 acres of cropland. The calculetions on this basis in- 
dicated a decline of 27.0 percent of the 1932 number of share renters and 
sharecroppers, and an increase of 18.8 percent and 43.6 percent of the 1932 
number of wage families and Single wage hands, respectively. The displacement 
computed on this basis wes 15.9 percent. ‘The changes computed on this basis 
may be considered as the potential changes in this area for most of the 
changes from share labor to wage labor occurred on mechanized farms. On’ 
the mechanized farms the changes to wage labor were by no means complete, 
but much of the change wes toward the quasi-share labor group, who were 
classified here as sharecroppers, 


2. Arkansas Upland Arca 


In three counties in the Upland Aroa’of Arkansas included in a study 
conducted by the same agencies of 121 farms, shifts in tenure status were not 
in evidence, but rather displacement occurred (Table 5). There was a decrease 
of 14 percent of’the 1932 number of share renters, 12.5 percent of the number 
of sharceroppers, and 30 percent of the wage families. Single wage hands 
increased from one to’five workers. The net reduction of households, includ- 
ing single wage hands, amounted to 12,5 percent of the 1932 number, 


In these counties the increase in the number of acres of cropland 
amounted to 316 acres on tho 121 farms, or an average of about 3 acres por 
farm, Therefore the correction of the figures for changes in acres of erop-= 
land did not make matetial chenges. The decline in the percentages’ of workers 
in each classification, in relation to changes in cropland, however, were: 
15.4 percent for share renters, 20 percent for gs arecroppers, 54.8 percent 
for wage families, and 15.8 percent for all households, including the single 


wage hands, 
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Table 5a shows the changes in the sizes of the farms. In the Bottom 
Land counties the average farm increased from HFOLD to 1,085) acres, The 
average cropland figures were 559 acres for 1932 and 660 acres for 1938; 
The average acreage devoted to cotton declined from 358 acres in 1932 to 249 
acres in 1938, 


An indication of the extent of land cléaring activities is shown in 
the calculations of acres in farm land per 10,000 acres’of cropland, In 
1932, for every 10,000 acres of cropland, there were 18,141 acrés in farm 
land; in 1938 there were 15,926 acres in farm land for every 10,000 acres of 
cropland. In other words, the proportion of land in erops in 1932 was 55.1 
percent while in 1938 the proportion was 62,8 percent. 


In the Upland counties the change in the average size of the farms 
averaged only three acres, The cropland figure was 156 acres per farm in 
1932 compared with 159 in 1938, Cotton acres declined from 69 to 34 per 
farm. The proportion of farm land in crops changed an insignificant amount, 
from 47.0 percent in 1932 to 47,5 percent in 1958, 


Table 6 shows the changes in tenure status on 60 Laurens County and 
42 Florence County farms in South Carolina between 1933 and 1937, together 
with changes in the numbor of cotton and tobacco acres per family of share- 
croppers and por farm for wage cotton, 


5. Laurens County 


In Laurens County the 60 farms averaged 2.0 cropper families, 0.3 wage 
families, and 0.4 single wage hands in 1935. This meant that on all of the 
60 farms there were 120 Croppers, £0 wage familios, and 26 single wage hands 
in 1955, By 1936, the numbers were 113 croppers, 21 wage families, and 25 
Single wage hands; a decrease of 7 cropper families, and’one single wage hand, 
and an increase of one wage family on 60 farms, By 1937, there was a net 
reduction of sharecroppers of only one, a net increase of wage familics of 
one, and a net decroase of single hands of five, Changes in the number of 
families in each tenure classification were nogligible, 


The average ecres of cotton per shearecropper family were reduced from 
16.1 to 13.8 acres over the S-year period which was almost the same propor- 
tion of cotton allowed sharecroppers on these farms before the A.A.A. program 
as indicated by the 1933 figure, 


4, Florence County 


In Florence County, there was a reduction of six sharecropper familics 
and two wage families, and one Single wage hand on 42 farms over the samo 
O-year period. In percentages this meant a reduction of 7,0 percent of the 
Sharecroppers, 26.3 percont of the wage families, and 6.1 percent of the . 
single wage hands. A nominal amount of displacement occurred over the period, 
but the shift from share labor to wage labor was insignificant, 


The change in the acreage devoted’to sharccropper cotton and to tobacco 
was slightly in the favor of the cropper, relatively. 
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These two studies in four areas tend to explain why a Significant 
change in cotton acres over a large area was accompanied by relatively slight 
changes in the number of workers, It appears’that the acreage reduction is 
borne to a slight extent by displaced workers, but to a larger extent by the 
workers remaining on the farm and by the operator. These studies also in- 
dicate that the changes from share to wage labor were occurring on mechanized 
farms. 


A study in the High Plains Cotton Area of Texas by Bonnen and Magee a/ 
shows that’there has been a tendency toward large-scale farming in that areca 
Since 1926, but "the shift es horse power to tractor pow6r took placo with 
startling papi dity efter 1934." They found that, "by 1937, 78 percent of all 
cooperating farms were oo on tractor Satire. and that 68 percent were 
using tractors ao all ficld operations involving machinery with the exception 
of feed harvest. These changes from onc-row hente= drawn equipment are esti- 
mated to have the effect of reducing the necess: ary number of farms required 
to operate the crop acroage in five prir icipel countics‘of the areca by 42 
percent in tno case of two-row tractor-drawn equipment, and 67 percent in the 
case of four-row tractor-drawn oquipment. 


The effect of this, if carricd to its’ ultimate conclusions, would be 
the reduction from the 1935 ae of some 4, a farm families in the case 
of the use of two-row tractor’ equipment and nearly 7,100 farm families with 
the use of four-row cquipment, in the five countics hey include, Further- 
more, the hired labor necds would be reduced to seasonal demands at chopping 
and picking times, The chopping requiroments for cotton are only 0.6 days b/ 
per acre, so that the comphasis of needs for hired labor would fall largely 
upon cotton picking, The labor needs for this arca are for migrant laborers, 


eA "Some Technological Changes in the High Plains Cotton Arca of Temas 

y ©. A. Bonnen and A. C,. Magce. Texas Experiment Station, a study made 
in cooperation with the Bureau of Agricultural Hconomics, U. S. Department 
of Agriculture. An article published in Journal of Farm EBeonomics, August 
1938. 

b/ See footnote 1, Table 3 for source, 
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Table 4.- Changes in numbers of families by tenure classifications on 221 cotton 
farms and changes per 10,000 acres of crop land, in the Bottom Lands 
Areas of the Mississippi and arkansas Rivers of Arkansas, 1932-38 1/ 


DIDO Eo Aire 25 
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Bottom Lands Areas 1/ 
Changes in numbers 


232 225 273 232 229 222 200 
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per 10,000 acres of 


crop land es 


bh ee 1 ee eX ee ee Ye Se YT 


Share renters pee Pe 13307 Lon. 132.9 pep eae Zieh 10465 
Other renters @) @) 9) aes eee Ae) Sry 
Sharecroppers 798.1 20.'7 55062 695.4 621.7 65904 58162 
Wage families 272 258.4 252.0 245.0 290.3 298.0 293.6 
Wage hands Bis gW ee oeeer em web eG... Ag /8* AOS SS Be 
Total Peete? E404 1,095.7 1,014.8 1,080.0 1,720.53 1028-6 


Total crop land 48,098 50,194 51,571 52,396 54,076 54,869 56,751 


ee ee of 


V/ Mississippi, Chicot, and Pulaski Counties. Based on unpublished manuscrip 
Agricultural Experiment Station, University of Arkansas, Feyettevills, arkan 
Bureau of Agricultural Economics, U. S. Department of agriculture cooperating 
by J. G McNeely and Glen T. Barton. 
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Table 5.~ Changes in numbers of families by tenure classifications on 121 
cotton farms and changes per 10,000 acres of crop land, in the 
Upland Areas of Arkansas, 1932-38 1/ 


_item 1932 1933 nee elo oh ML RO unt ap ee. 
Upland Areas 1/ 
Changes in numbers ; 
Share renters : 222 216 221 220 192 192 191 
Other renters : 0) ) ap 8 @) O if 
Sharecroppers 128 128 126 121 119 lee alee 
Wage families 10 7 6 8 ve) DM fi 
Wage hands a ee dL Ps were. e 4 2 
Total 361 352 356 360 gale 319 316 
Changes in numbers 
per 10,000 acres of 
crop land 
Other renters -— — aS 16.5 -- -- Pape: 
Sharecroppers 208.4 20 bel Play AR”: 190.6 180.6 love: toed 
Wage families : 20 67. Ged 1263 Klopys 2a 2263 IES ag 
Wage hands : Paes Ree Me: 6.9 47 920) = OVS 
Total 644.4 626.5 640.2 Ohl ek 556.9 Deb 542.8 
Total crop land DOgeeOn LOseIe 1os217 16,229. 16,244) 16,457. 16.506 
1/ Clark, Pope, and Indepmdence Counties. 


For source, see Table 4. 


Lay eet ies a aelibel aceis, Aare, teal ah 
ee. Bove ag hos iia ent at 7 


y 
fi r Up 
5 cee ee hae 
- iT if it 
Sydtnig hgh tlh mee ena: ees eee a 6a xt ky ga “ad win, si apd 4 ines = ‘ 
a < os , - 
Me a Ase Ee * Say uae Ege 
iS oy ee ot ed Wee. (lai SRA bi, cau, & “ning nese well - 
3 yk : = eal? rr reer 
4 . oo \ 
a all “Sl = byt Bie rer ‘ine ; my fet ; : - ° i 
pret Oate saat : CEs oe oma tk auNCY . ; ule vEAS 
cap in Sa blh 2uco-tam a es; ita ih 
Ene y pe age Pt _— ae 
wis Phen Sf ere ar! ag £ bond “8 es Bria actos, (i | 
oe » ae a A é a 2 + ms 4 
~ \ ee bef q 3 ae ; ania | i on 
be f 
: . f 2 Facile terse ATH! New eer eels fatty ad er ati alias 


x : 4S a ; caw 
Ts, ee ae 3 See, Col Re. ie 
ay eos ea a ‘ Bi aii. ete he ORE ep Vee ee te eG Te Se me 


ts 


San ~—* 4 
ee. ihe . a i Rags, he | ee) ' 
Vacaet See ie By (eat Fat ee tM Es oe its i" ‘ 

ot Sak a: Sn ey SE, Se ee Bette yu ED ed 
OT SS Sn ais Senn eeeriare Se eeee a Hetead + ene sag ! 
‘ af Pe ; fe a 
i) : -» Ab Nisei 
Tre 


‘Boe i ae ag eee ee ERE | te | pair oe niet ne - 
| ; ce . 


ob oF | 
Tl a Ea eee ° + hme a oe prime 


a. 4 ries : : 
‘ : a“ { 3 pS. 


Table Sa.- Changes 


changes in relation to 10,000 acres of cropland in 
bottom lands and upland areas of Arkansas, 1 
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Bottom land areas 
Average farm: 


Reres in 
Acres in 
Acres in 
Per 10,000 
Acres fn 
Acres in 


Upland areas 


farm 

cropland 

cotton 

acres o1 cropland: 
farm land. 

cotton 
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Acees 1h 
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acres of cropland: 
farm land 

cotton 


For source see Table 4, 
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Table 6.+ Changes in labor organization “nd the proportion of cotton acreage 
operated by sharecropper and wage labor on identical farms in Laurens 


ale ae} Qn 


and Florence Counties, South Carolina, 1933-37 


Item_ pee ewig oe SINS S us 1036) bs. BOO 
Taurens County 1/ ; 
Labor organization per farm: : 
Cropper families Re PAE, 1.95 1693 1.38 1.93 
Wage families : ee aU « 30 Aes 0 35 
Single wage hands : es) she 48 Aye Fae is 
Acreage in cotton per cropper family : 16.1 TsO ue Lees 13.3 
Acreage in wage cotton per farm 2/ - 16.8 ies be a twee, de 5 
Proportion of cotton acreage : 
operated with : 
Croppers 70h “Ole 68.0 68.9 68.5 
Wage labor ¢ 296 see aek) ened Seo 
Florence County 3/ : 
Labor organization per farm: H 
Cropper families sea ce 1.88 £000 2.00 1.88 
Wage labor families ; oiL9 a 19 oe ~1l4 
Single wage hands : 033 026 real Pas ed 
Acreage in cotton per cropper family : 6.9 Bo 550 Seal 5.6 
Acreage in wage cotton per farm ai, $ Oe. Pe BAS a Leo 
Acreage in tobacco per cropper family: 3.4 Page: Ope: Eno Bea 
Acreage in wage tobacco per farm 2/ : Bec 200 ee eek Pe) 
Proportion of cotton acreage : 
operated with : 
Cropper families amie Shah 709 eee: ties Woe 
Wage labor ae le 3 Gel 27.40 23.2 29 3 
Proportion of tobacco acreage : 


operated with 


Cropper familics ce Ge 3 OTe. 7069 T26o 729 
Wage labor : Ble 32.9 29 el fee red 


1/ Sixty farms showing continuous sharecropper, wage family or single wage hand 
data for the years for which date pertain. 

of Includes cotton and tobacco produced by operator, family labor, and hired labor, 
ey. Forty-two farms showing continuous sharecropper, wage family or single wage 
hand data for the years for which data pertain. 

Unpublished manuscript of South Carolina Agricultural Experiment Station, Clemson, 
South Carolina, in cooperation with Bureau of Agricultural Economics and Agricul- 
tural Adjustment Administration, U. S. Department of Agriculture, by E. J. Holcomb 
and Ge. He AULL. 
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Economic Explanations of Changes Petween Share and Wage Labor 


In order that a more complete understanding may be available, an 
economic explanation of the changes that have becn occurring is offered in 
the next ten tables, In a sense these tables also point the direction that 
future changes may be expected to take. For this purpose three typical 
counties were selected in three of the important cotton areas. The first 
county is Laurens County, South Carolina, which is typical of most of the 
Piednont Cotton Area, where mechanizetion probably has least’ affected the 
labor organization, The second county is Mississippi County, Arkansas, 
which is typical of the Bottom Land cotton areas of the Mississippi River, 
where mechanization is increasing, and where the labor organization of farms 
is experiencing changes. The third county is Lamb County, Texas, which is 
typical of the Texas High Plains Cotton Area, in which area mechanization 
in cotton farming with its effects on labor organization is farther advanced, 


Table 8 shows the factors considered in this analysis, and the approxi- 
mate comparative advantage which each area had over the others in each respect 
in 1939, All of the factors aro not affected by mechanization, The labor 
requirements are affected by mechanization, and this one factor has the 
greatest bearing upon the choice between types of labor, The preharvest 
requirements are more important than the total requirements, for prior to 
the harvest period the chance elements of weather, which affects yields, and 
price are greates 


This table shows that in the Toxas Plains the preharvest labor is less 
than one-fifth of that required for the two other areas, and between one- 
fourth and one-fifth of the total labor required per acre, The cotton yields 
are lowest in the Plains but no fertilizer is used thero compared with about 
72 pounds per acre in the Arkansas County and about 525 pounds per acre in 
the Piedmont’County, In the other respects the Plains Area is at the greatest 
disadvantage, for ginning costs and wage rates are higher and prices of cotton 
seed and lint are lower compared with the other two arcas, 


Tables 9, 10, and 11 show the comparison between the areas under the 
two labor conditions for the average cotton acre in cach of the counties 
under conditions approximating those for 1939, In Laurens County (Table 9) 
under a wage system the operator would be required to invest nearly $17 per 
acre tor Labor, fertilizer, and einnine costs compared with $4.12 under a 
sharecropper system, Of this amount, $11.94 under a wage system, compared 
with $3.33 under a sharecropper system, would be invested before harvest time 
arrives, with there still remaining a chances that the yield or the price of 
cotton might not come up to expectations, If he obtained the average yicld 
of the county for the period 1933-37 and the avorage price for cotton during 
the period 1933-36, his net returns over the variable expenses would have 
been 39.78 under a sharecropner system as compared with {$10.86 under a wage 
system, Thus, the wage system would have boen more advantageous, by the 
margin of $1.08 per acre, In 1939, the average operator would have reccived 
3e4 cents per pound in A.A.A. payments undor-a wage system, or 1.7 cents per 
pound under a sharécropper system. The difference between the two systems 
would have been $5.55 per acre, after’ including these payments. The purpose 
of the A.A.A. payments and, naturally, the effect here was to inerease tho 
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effective price’ rceecived for cotton, Hed the price of cotton, without the 
A.A.A. payments, been 12,4 cents per pound, the samo diffcren ee would have 
existed, 


Similar differences for Mississippi County, Arkansas, are shown in 
Table 10, In this county the per acre prebarvest varieble costs would ap- 
proximate $7.40 under a wa age system as compared with 60 cents under a cropper 
system. The total variable cost, per acre, would be $24.20 under a wage 

system compared with $2.82 under a teense. system, The average operator's 

net cash returns ovor veriable expenses under the two systems would favor 
the wage system by approximatcly $2.31, with cotton worth 10’conts per pound 
and seed worth $20 per ton. After including A.A.A. payments, the difference 
would be $8.93 per acre, 


In Lamb County, Texes, the average operator's preharvest variable 
costs per acre under a wage Sout epproximate $1.50 as compared with 
no costs under a sharecropper system. The total variable cash expenses would 
be about $7.22 under a wage system as compared with $1.28 under a sharecropper 
system, The per acré net cash returns over variable expenses would favor the 
wage system by 34,80. Including A.A.A. payments, the difference would favor 
the wage system by $8.42 per acre, 


Tables 9a, 10a, and lla show similar comparisons for approximate con- 
ditions for the sortie 1910-14, It will be observed that in the Piedmont 
and Delta Areas the sharecropper Gee was the more advantageous, while in 
the Texas Plains the Wage Be ae the more advantageous, but by a very 
small margin. The comparative oa iho favored’ the sharecropper system in 
the Piedmont by $2.60, and in the Delta by ieee but in the Texas Plains 
the wage system was the more a ee byeb2 conte. 


o 3 = 


Tables ie 15, and 14 show the cash returns over variable expenses 
to the operator per acro of cotton under three conditions of price, eta 
and wage rates for the sharecropper and wa ge labor systoms in the three 
important areas, 


In cach of the sreas it appears that at eivon wage rates it becomes 
increasingly more advantageous to use wage labor as the price or the yield 
is increased, Farms with higher yiclds, then, may make the shift from share 
to wage labor more easily. Any lowcring of labor requircments tends also to 
make for shifts toward wage labor, 


As the farms become’mechenized to the limits of existing possibilities 
throughout the Cotton Belt, tho tendencies will first be towa veel the quasi- 
Share labor system. Any mechanization of other operations, such as hoeing 
and chopping, or the eee harvest, tho tendencics will be toward scasonal 
labor. Accompanying the increase of mechanization in either event will be 
tendencies toward eae holdings and increased migration of workers, 
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Table 8.-— Comparison of advantage of three selected areas by factors 
affecting choice of wage or eropper jabor 


APGes 


Factors :(Laurens ;:(Mississippi:(Lamb Co., 
aon POOs ee Ue ree, Ae.) Us Texas Lh | 

1. Labor requirements 1/ - 
(See Prenarvontalehiteme 2 kag So Be days, 6.6 Sree ee 
HOcene emi chepping 5. 2 4. dos. 3) 2.2: ee 0.6 
OU we eMici om ea reels 68) eis er GOs. thie 28 026 
Cervo Guerrrwi alin i «odo. 2) 2,2 Papo 0.9 
Peraere (nornalivacld) 2. .- ‘de! a 8.9 1.9 
(c) Total, per acre, normal yield .. do. ey 1k Bare 

2. Normal yield 2/ : 
CO dlr Ces Gee chee Raa chat) alee Ose: 263 339 213 
Oe Se eh dlata teas? Sas lay ar Lt do. : 42) BAS 362 


3. Fertilization, per acre 3/ 
(a) Mixed e e ° ° . e e e e ° e « e e doe . 12 
(i) iterates... i 


4. Ginning, bagging, and tie costs 4/ : 
(eer al sy ey ayy hy oan PARR 90S Lar Scar Oe Py 3.00 bao 6.00 
aver ene emormmaanetd. sys no  «) ddos) 1558 heh 3 2556 
5. Wage rates, per day, without board 4/ dow: 0.8 1.00 ae 
6. Prices received 3/. . aes : 
(2) Govtom lint iper pound s.<a6 sss . do. 2 0.00 0610 0.085 
Ro) PGovtongseen,) periton 4c. 4ee, Gon do. 2 19.60 20.00 18.60 


1/ Labor requirements data from Works Progress Administration, National Research 
Project Report A~7, "Changes in Technology and Labor Requirenmts in Crop Production, 
Cotton," by W. C. Holley and Lloyd BE. Arnold. 


2/ Normal yields are five year averages as obtained from A.A.A., U.S.D.A., 
for the years 1933-37. 


3/ Fertilization rates an prices for cotton lint and seed approximate those for 
the areas during the year 1937 as indicated by unpublished data in the files of 
the Division of Farm Population and Rural Mefene . PAE.) U.S. Oca. 


4/ Prices paid for ginning, bagging, and tics, and wages, per day, without board 
from "Agricultural Statistics." 
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Table 9.- Relative advantage to farm operator of using sharecroppers and wage 
laborers in producing an acre of cotton under two situations, 
Laurens County, Piedment area, Sowth Carolina a 


4 et 


: Sharecropper : Wage Labor 


Item i Dae oy em os ten 
: Dollars Dollars 

Operator's gross cash returns from cotton: : 
(ite eO 2s tlbsy es) cents mei erence ele OG 11.83 PAS: 
BCG AE O12. COLLIN swirl Mire sped einen deuipcm tomeanbRvO Pun ton ees 
MOMS NAMB pieigy fi eity: Blk wikeits lev iv bg ine kena!) 1.3290 27.80 

Operator's cash expenses variable with ; 

two “systems; : 
Preharvest wage labor (6.6 days @ 80 cents)... : Bre: 
Pick wage cotton (684 1b. @ 50 cents/100 1b.) . : Dehn 
Peri ger (525) cb dO ROS Oarr/ tem)! now. tee fo Beas 6.66 
Ginning, bag end ties ($3.00/500 lb. bale) .. :. ie 1.58 
ge An OP PEI? Gey) Fudge Oem so ie dee 16.94 

Operator's cash returns over variable expenses: : 
RE OIC te ate POVNET US) 4 Je Be belie ee 8 ave Plo 8 9.78 10.86 

Including A.A.A. payments, with rates : 
SMe Ma GS POpmstes set 1 SP SILLA h ecto ree 8! hrs Laie 19.80 


1/ Data based on usual amounts of labor and other items used in producing cotton 
in the area and on normal yields as indicated in A.A.A. records. Prices used 
include 9 cents per pound for lint cotton and 919.60 per ton for cotton seed, 
with prices of other items at levels approximating those in the area during 

the 4-year period 1933-36. 

ey A.A.A. payment of 3.4 cents per pound of lint cotton, normal yield. The A.a.A. 
payments made in respect to sharecropper cotton are divided equally between the 
sharecropper and operator, reflecting the proportionate crop shares received by 
each of the two parties. All of the A.a.A. payments made in respect to wage 
cotton accrue to the operator. 


Labor requirements date from Works Progress Administration, National Research 
Project Report No. A-7, "Changes in Technology and Labor Requirements in Crop 
Production, Cotton," by W. C. Holley and Lloyd E. Arnold. average wage rates, 
and ginning, bagging, and tie costs from agricultural Statistics. Other data 
from the files of the Division of Farm Population and Rural Welfare, adapted 
from unpublished manuscript. 
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Table 9a.- Relative advantage to farm operator of using sharecroppers 
and wage laborers in producing an acre of cotton, 
Eastern Cotton Area, 1909 1/ 


a ee ee 


: Sharecropper : Wage labor 


item : system _: system 
Dollars Dollars 

Operator's gross cash returns from cotton: ; 
insta wh emer ere\ gts etree oo vas: ll PNeo5 210 
peed (200 lhe. @S20/ton) . . 4. 6. ee st 168 3, 36 
ARON OT Ss ey ee De il ie ek mera ees. ur ees 15.23 26,46 


Operator*s variable cash expenses: 
Preharvest wege labor (6.7 days @ 97 cents) . . 6.50 
Pickmiwaee cotton (046 lbe..@ Ba cwoe} so fe eS 546 
Pu breer = COmmercLral — PervBCTe , — ose « s 3 Dent 6.48 
Gimning, bagging and ties ($2.97/500 lb. bale) . : O.62 — 1.25 
Total o, ¢) Fe. .¢. cel eure Kez emis @. 0) -¢, @: « \6, '¢@ * Deo Ete 
Ceerovo ss MeuGaen T6UUTNS. giv « 6 se s «26 2s ? Deo 6,77 


ay Labor requirements and yield from Works Progress Administration, National 
Research Project Réport No, A-7, "Changes in Technology and Labor Requirements 
in Crop Production, Cotton," by W. C,. Holley and Lloyd E,. Arnold. Average wage 
rates, ginning, bagging, and tie costs from Agricultural Statistics, Other data 
from the files of the Division of Farm Population and Rural Welfare, adapted 
from unpublished manuscript. 
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Table 10s— Relative advantage to farm operator of using sharecroppers and 
wage laborers in producing an acre of cotton under two situations, 


Mississippi County, Arkansas 1/ 


Iten 

Operator's gross cash returns from cotton: 
Tigre seg esse © Me Omcen tS) sa. ue ae. aes 
peed. (S45 ts. © S20800/ton). 0 anc. wale! xc 
TS tal e e e e e s e e e e e ° 


Operator's cash expemses variable with two 
systems: 
Preharvest wage labor (6.2 days © $1.00) 
Pick wage cotton (1,237 lbs. @ $1.00/100 


a A 


lbs. ) 


Fertilizer (75 lbs. nitrogenous fertilizer 


Ov See 2 OO persone Mune) cre lene co. 


Ginning, bagging, and ties ($5.'70/500 lb. bale) 


7 


Teta ° e ° ° ° e e e e e e e 


e ° e 


Operator's cash returns over variable expenses: 


Heclodine A.a.A. payments . «si. 
Including A.A.A. payments with rates 
eidedavrsionea s, ir 10 2 /i eae. se 


e e 


SO 
i/ Data based on usual amounts of labor and other it 


; Sharecropper : Wage Labor 
=i ystems Sysven 

: Dollars Dollars 

: ES C78) 38.90 

: Leak 8.48 

oe) ede iis DO 

:; 6.20 

: IPRS #) 

: 0.60 eae 

: Ree 24.20 

: 20.87 23.18 

: 2748 pleynk 


ems used in producing cotton 


in the area and on normal yields as indicated in 4.A.A. records. Prices used 
include 10 cents per pound for lint cotton and $20.00 per ton for cotton Seed, 
with prices of other items at levels approximating those in the area during the 


4-year period 1933~36. 


2) VASA. payment of 3.4 cents per pound of lint cotton, normal yield. 


payments made in respect to sharecropper cotton are divided equally between the 
sharecropper and operator, reflecting the proportionate crop shares reccived by 


each of the two parties. All of the A.A.A. payment 


cotton accrue to the operator. 


S made in respect to wage 


Labor requirements data from Works Progress Administration, National Research 
Project Report No. A-7, "Changes in Technology and Labor Requiremmts in Crop 
Production, Cotton," by W. C. Holley and Lloyd E. Arnold. Average wage raves, 
and ginning, bagging, and tie costs from Agricultural Statistics. Other data 
from the files of the Division of Farm Population and Rural Welfare, adapted 


from unpublished manuscript. 
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Table 10a.- Relative advantage to farm operator of using sharecroppers 
and wage laborers in producing an acre of cotton, 
Delta Cotton Area, 1909 1/ 
; Sharecropper : Wage labor 
item : svstem : system 
eine Dollars Dollars 
Operator's gross cash returns from cotton: ; 
Ce Woes O11) eeu ue sis aoe a SOc we Le 24,64 
Pec Ooo ite, OureO ston Fok oe cicee oP oo eet Bad © 4.99 
pants AGES AE Ce RAS, AT stare re a Ce 20,65. 
Operator's variable cash expenses: : 
Peewee, wera ys Opt ON oe ee a FENG) 
Pick vj ohne, C7ro LOR Oe akoloeowl.) oo... 7.95 
Pear 38 i Cea on CEE eg eg ve et G08 ke 
GLinin and ties ($5.59/500 1b, bale) . : 76 102 
its gremts Meeteed Vane be! Gewese) 64 8 8p kd ae Mes 
Oe eater. On em Cae TO GUPUS | eb shes, ed ese eh e' cecceea. t 13,48 Ei Ws 
i/ See Table 9a, inte 
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Table 1ll.- Relative advantage to farm operator of using sharecroppers 
and wage laborers in producing an acre of cotton under two 
situations, Lamb County, Texas High Plains Area, Texas 1/ 


:Sharecropper : Wage labor 


Item foMeRia) : system system 
. : Dollars Dollars 

Operator's gross cash returns from cotton: : 
ea oe ee er GeO SCOT Si) mee linen tie g Be eel 2 9,05 18.13 
poed (coe sive GralG 760 “per tom) sarestts 660 et eS ae 3-07 
EGU Meee MIME CoM ot ete) SeGk'o? 0 teal de fake Mein Se 1 4 ee et EOS aan, £1.48 


Operator's cash expenses variable with two : 
systems: : 


Prehervest v ies Tamoe (pada @ obeoo) . Be LOG 
Pick wage cctton (575 lbs. @ 55 cents/100 eee ae: BeL6 
Ginning, on ese and ties ($6.00/500 1b. bale) : i 2.56 
IRR es) 8S 5 Ge Bis RR te Glo eee ee Mes eee 
Operator's cash returns over variable expenses: $ 
eC Ue ATA DEVIOUS 25% “sre Se. se} ew sl ot 9.46 14.26 
Including A.A.A. payments, with rates and : 
ieee Ot melamtiey LO Sor 2 fre tae ore eis, (estes ae. 13.08 21,50 


ee ne 


ave Data based oa usual amounts of labor and othor ite used “in producing 
cotton in the arca snd on normal yields as ans iba ee rocords, \Frices 
used include. 8.5 cents per pound for lint cotton and $18.60 per ton for cotton 
seed, with prices of other items at levels approximating those in the area 
during the 4-year period 1933-36. 

ay ASA.A. payment of 46.4 cents per pound of lint cotton, normal yield. ‘The 
A.A.A. payments made in respect to sharecropper cotton are divided cqually 
between the sharecropper snd operator, reflecting the proportionate crop shares 
received by each of the two parties. All of the A.A.A. payments made in ro- 
Spect to wage cotton accrue to the operator. 


Labor requirements data from Works Progress Administration, National Research 
Project Report No. A-7, "Changes in Tochnology and Labor ean gaenie oe in Crop’ 
Production, Cotton," by W. C. Holley and Lloyd E. Arnold, sAverage wege rates, 
and @inning, bagging, and tie costs from Agricultural Statistics. Other data 
from the files of the Division of Farm Population and Rural Welfare, adapted 
from unpublished manuscript. 
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Table lla.- Relative advantage to farm operator of using sharecroppers 


and wage laborers in producing an acre of cotton, 


Western Cotton Area, 1909 1/ 


: Sharecropper : Wage labor 


Item St VOM 2 Sy Eee 
: Dollars Dollars 
Operator's gross cash returns from cotton: : 
em tee oe OAL Conte: ke als Ie acc Me ese lal Gets 13.97 
Bea 205 Nese 0 220/ton): 2h 4 6s ee beat UR) 2e05 
peGie  amene Metis Je: lle) we AUEN ele late PSPs is. ce be G.00 7 | 16,00 


Operator's variable cash expenses: : 
PreconvocumL ey dave OC. 39) 7 gs oe Mig ele 8 
pack wace cotton, (350 loss G@e1.40 cwh.) . 2 6 6 0 


Ginning, bagging and ties (33.93/500 lb. bale). .: 0,50 
MeoGaul: ° . e i} . e °e e e e e . e . ° e e e hee _0,00 
Deere oY eenenecach, Peiirns: “se ¢ «sk 6 6 eee 7,00 


1/ See Table 9a. 


Table 12.- Comparison of cash returns over variable expenses to farm operator 
per acre in cotton operated with sharecropper ond wage labor, with 
varying prices of cotton and cotton seed, varying wage rates, and 
specified cotton yields per acre for Laurens County, South Carolina 


ce I RAO Te, A eyes TE on ch SAT re oie es Yonlew Vo ea aI 
Price S yteld 9s Tabor : Wage rates Yo 
ee ge OF SUSIE SD Te OS ott eee eee. 
Lint 6 cents 1b. oe F200) Cropper See! wee 2627 
Seed $15.00 ton : Wage 0.63 5.27 ~9.67 
: 263 Cropper ess Det Bes> 
: Wage Bicpen —2.75 —$.87 
2 ee> Cropper 8.39 8.39 8.39 
nit: Wage 7026 0.27 ~7.18 
Lint 9 cents lb. f) 200 Cropper eee 6.67 6.67 
Seed $20.00 ton ; Wage s4o de 53 -2.37 
Po ee Cropper 9.282 9.82 9282 
: Wage 12.91 6.19 -0.07 
B25 Cropper” 12.91 i269): 12.91 
Wage NPS A eae Maly as 3.61 
iin 12 cents 1b. rae ae 88 Cropper ~ 10.07 19.07 10.07 
Seed $25.00 ton : Wage 14.23 B.33 393 
deo Cropper 14.29 14.29 14229 
: Wage Astcc ea balgale 9.01 
: 325 Cropper. ~ 18.24 18.44 18.44 
: Wage 29.36 Pee: 14.92 


a0 0.50 wage rate means 0, 50 per day and 0.50 cwt. seed cotton; $1.00 wage rate 
means 1.00 per day and $1.00 cwt. secd cotton; »1.50 wage rate means poe per 
day and 1.50 cwt. seed cotton. Commercially mixed fertilizer used at 424.00 
per ton rate. Nitrogenous fertilizer used at $32.00 per ton rate. See ‘Ta ble 3 
for amounts used. 


Adapted from Unpublished manuscript of South Carolina Agricultural Experi men t 
station, "Sharecroppers aml Wage Laborers on Selected Farms in Two South 
Carolina, Counties," E, J. Holcomb and G. H. Aull. 


Table 13.— Comparison of cash returns over variable expenses to farm operator 
per acre in cotton operated with sharecropper and wage labor, with 
varying prices of cotton aid cotton seed, varying wage rates, and 
specified cotton yields per acre for Mississippi County, Arkansas 


Price est vetdg vs = tapor ‘ Wage rates iy 
; PL oyepedur sel it) beOUrs so 
Lint 6 cents lb. 300 Cropper 9.17 9.17 917 
Seed $15.00 ton : Wage ake Aas: 2.00 537 
389 Gropoer 12,03 SE OS} leeds 
Wage 14.79 SUES -—3.79 
: 450 Cropper 14.05 14.05 14205 
: Wage Liat? TAI —2.81 
Lint 9 ‘cents. Lb, ec) Cropper 14.49 14.49 14.49 
Seed $20.00 ton : wage 21.08 13.18 Dee 
eo Cropper 18.92 18.92 18.92 
: Wage Bese) “19,20 10.00 
: 450 Cropper | eek PPas Os Pa OLE 
: _.____ Wage CAI! Als ibe ey 
lint. Le cenus 1b. : 300 Cropper 19.8. 19.81 19.81 
Seed $25.00 ton : Wage Sane) 20000 15693 
: 389 Cropper 25.82 25.82 Awe 
: Wage kee 5] eRe 2379 
1.50 Cropper) 93G.03 30.03 30.03 
Wage LD e HG 39 ry 5 29 e Ks) 


ae 0.50 wage rate means 0.50 per day and 0.50 cwt. seed cotton; 1.00 wage rate 
means }1.00 per day and {$1.00 cwt. seed cotton; §1.50 wage rato means $1.50 
per day and $1.50 cwt. secd cotton. Nitrogenous fertilizer used at $32 per ton 
rate. See Table 8 for amounts used. 


Adapted from unpublished manuscript of South Carolina Agricul tural Experiment 
Station, "Sharecroppers and Wage Laborers on Selected Farms in Two South 
Carolina Counties; B. J. “Hodlcomband G. H. Aull. 
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Table 14.- Comparison of cash returns over variable expenses to farm operator 
per acre in cotton operated with sharecropper and wage labor, with 
varying prices of cotton end cotton secd, varying wage ratcs, and 
specified cotton yields per acre for Lamb County, Texas 


rn a a aa tee a ro remem aqunnsaesaspenetppocsnsso-saeurreeis ss 


Price eee eon ge t© eilel bays, ss Wage rates i/ 

; een Ay ues eae OU ste el eu t= Lla eo 

Lint 6 cents lb. Bo Cropper See. Soe Sry) 
Seed $15.00 ton : Wage es bere RE 
213 Cropper 6.47 6.47 Bini 7 

: age 9.46 5.89 Ps) 

rae ie Cropper Oo35 8.35 525 

: Wage 12.39 83.08 rails 

Lint 9 cents 1b, : 175 Cropper Seo Belk Seok 
Seed $20.00 ton : Wage dese oe ce 7TeV4 
: 213 Cropper Oi 9.12 Oci2 

: Wage Lo. 75 Ee Le 9.79 

ood Cropper ~ 13.07 Lo Oy 13.07 

jaa Wage Ue tls Om ee 

Ding. Le certs, Lb. : eS Cropper CIA SHB SIPS tee 
Seed $25.00 ton ; Wage 19.66 16,69 eer, 
: 213 Cropper tees se ik Leo ey 

: Wage 230k 2036 16.98 

; ie Cropper  1'7.'77 NF arr at ery 

: Wage BIN Ol en 26,00 Noe tce 


; = a A « j 2 - ee): Rage ge9 ms a 
50 wage rate means 0.50 per day end 0.50 cwt. sead cotton; 1.00 wage rate 
means 1.00 per day and $1.00 cwt. seed cotton; 1.50 wage rate means 31.50 per 
day and 51.50 cwt. seed cotton. No fertilizer used. 


Adapted from unpublished manuscript of South Carolina Agricultural Experiment 
Station, "Sharecroppers and Wage Laborers on Sclected Farms in Two South 

3 pp o 
Carolina Counties," E. J. Holcomb and G. H. Aull. 
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Trends in Economic Status 


Trends in economic status as computed from sharecropper estimated 
amounts of cash settlements and amounts of advances and debt at settlement 
time, and from wage laborer family estimates of cash earnings, are avail- 
able only from the same South Carolina and Arkansas studies. 1/ In each 
of these studies it is apparent that the sharecr lier economic status 
has improved materially since 1933 (Tables 15 arid 16). From the Sou ie 
Carolina study it is also apparent that the cconomic status of the wage 
laborer family improved during the same period (Table 15). 

Sharecroppers in the two South Carolina Counties obtained their 
greatest amount of cash settlements in 1937. The settlement amount in 
that year camounted to $80 in Laurens County and $135 in Florence County. 
In the three Arkansas Counties the greatest amount of cash settlemmt 
occurred in 1936 when the average cropper secured $101.06. These are 
probably the greatest amounts of money these people have had at one time 
Since 1929, judging from the prices farmers have recvived for cotton over 
the period. 


It is interesting to note, also, that each year about three-fourths 
of the sharecroppers! cash income from their labor was "lived-up", largely 
during the usual six months "“furnish" period, March 1 to September 1. 
Betwe 2n September 1 and the settloment date tabons Novanber 15) these 
families live on "seed money" "Séed money" is the amount obtained from 
the sale of the cropper's aie of the cotton seed. The seed is usually 
sold to the cotton gin and the cost for ginning the cotton deducted from 
the value of the seed. 


The cash settlement must be used to buy clothing, food, and other 
necessities during the winter months. It must last until March 1 of the 
following year when the "furnish begins". From this it is casy to see 
the difficulty these individuals have in "climbing the agricultural 
ladder". 


Miesp etre for wage Jaborer Tamilies has been ne better. In fact, 
as it has been mentioned in an carlier testimony, their income from home 
use goods and perquisites was much less; therefore, more of the «cash 
income must be spent for food and less for clothing, health and other 
purposes, and less may be saved for the purpose of buying equipment. 


6 for South Caro Carolina and Table 16 for Arkansas for sources. 


see Table 
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Table 15.— Trend in sharecropper estimated amounts of cash settlements, 
and amounts of advances and owed at settlement time; and trends 
in wage family estimated cash earnings; Laurens and Florence 
Counties, South Carolina, 1937 


erat CU Scribe Ie 2 lade me 2 ae 
sDollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Doliars 


Sharecroppers : 
Laurens County, S. C. : 
Cash settlements : 40 32 46 30 Fah 
Advances and owed : 
at settlement : ZO0N 194 L191 197 els 
Florence County, S. C. : 
Cash settlements : ag 130 95 435 116 
Advances and owed : 
at settlement : iW 8 149 168 183 PEE: 
Se Wage family : 
Taurens County, S. C. : 220 oy 230 Peay 250 
- Florence County, S. C. 2 £10 240 248 268 256 
y : 
9 
a 


For source, see Table 6. 
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Table 16.~ Trend in sharecropper estimated amounts of 
cash settlements end amounts of edvances owed 
at settlement time, Jefferson, Miller, and 
Phillips Counties, Arkansas, 1937 1/ 


SN A A SS eee a 


: Cash 

Year : settlement 2/ Advances 3/ 
Number Ot cases 3 95 Lay meteor: 

: Dollars : Dollars 
1932 : DO goo : 12) 06 
1933 : 60.91 : 1Le.6L 
1954 : (Lee : belts Paar, 
1935 : 62.54 : 120640 
1936 : 101.C6 : 140,84 
1937 : 67.08 . TG. SG 


1/ Data for families in eroups B, C, and D, who had A share crop 
during the entire period, 1932-37, 

af The amount of cash turned over to the sharecropper at the 

end of the year after total advances and interest on the ac- 
count have bcen deducted. 

3/ Includes credit extended for groceries, clothes, other living 
expenses, Certain farm expenses, and interest on the account. 
For source, see Table 18. 
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Changes in Tenure Status 


Table 17 shows the previous tenure status of heads of sharecropper 
and wage families in Laurens and Florence Counties for the period 1930-357. 
During this period none of the croppers had been owners, only one at 
in Laurens County and nine in 79 in Florence County had even been renters. 
More thon two-thirds had been sharecroppers during the entire period. 
As many as 20 percont of the Laurens County croppers had been wage fami- 
lies, and as many as 13.9 percent of the Florence County sharecroppers 
had been wage families (1922). A fow had beon working in non-farming 
occupations. 


The wage fanilics had not been owners or renters during the period, 
and only 13.6 percent in Florence County and 22.6 percent in Laurens 
County had beon sharecroppeors. Nineteen and four-tenths of those in 
Laurens County and 11,4 percent of those in Florence County had worked 
in other occupations and as many as 19.4 percent in Laurens County, and 
2723 porcont in Florence County obtained their first jobs during the 
period. 


In the three Arkansas Bottom Land Countics (Table 18) virtually 
the same story is told. (nly 5 of the 355 had been owners, and 44 had 
been rentors and a few more had worked at other occupations, but two- 
thirds had been share laborers or wage laborers througiv ut the period. 


Figures 5 and 6 show these changes in tenure status as they have 
affected individual workers. Typical cases were carefully selected 
from a larger sample by the age of the various fomily heads. The charts 
show the oge and the tenure status which each individual had when he be- 
gan working, the various changes in status which followed, and the presen 
age and status of the individual. Each bar is a life history of one fami- 
ly as it attained higher status and/or lost status. Thore is roughly 
indicated a tendency for the family to attain the highest tenure status 


ei 


y 
between the agos of 35 and 50, after which the status of the family tends 
to decline, The older family heads attained a higher tenure status earlier 
in life than the younger family hoads. This is probably indicative of 
declining opportunities, As mechanization continues to increase the 
amount of capital necessary for these individuals to attain higher status 
and to reduce the amount they can carn with their labor, it is likely 
that there will be fewer and fewer who will rise above the laborer 
classifications. 
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Table 17,- Previous tenure status of heads of sharecropper and wage ~ 
families of Laurens and Florence Counties, South Carolina, 


ne lg 
‘aes ee ee ee 
Item sIGOe Gok ue Lae fy Oot 1934 : 1935 1936 Lo 


Boe © Poh we Bei (Per, Dota aeG Per noe Ue 


Sharecroppers 1/ 


Laurens County 


Sharecronpers Cash 71.4 SU ene 74,9 W foal 84.3 91.4 100.0 
Wage laborers 8.6 Pee 20.0 LOS LBZ 14.35 ais 0 
Renters @) @) 1.4 1.4 ©) O 6) 6) 
Others Lone jes ie. 8.6 [ye 1,4 1.4 @) 
Florence County 
Sharecroppers Sires Bose 70.9 Vie Pe, ites 81.2 Go 100.0 
Wage laborers LOeL 11.4 13.9 B.9 11.4 Teo rAPYS) @) 
Renters 6.3 6.3 £0 od 11.4 LOE 8.8 Bed e) 
Others oe 11.4 Dey Deo ew ee ie O 


Wage families 2/ 


Laurens County 


Wage laborers 38.6 45,2 Soe Ost rm Ooed. EES, 65.9 100.0 
Sharecroppers Bee On ee so 12. tov 19.34 - 19.4 Sheth 0 
Renters 6) ) 6) 0 Q ) O @) 
Others Verde ete. 2 ees Det Beit 6.4 6.4 @) 
Not working / 19,4 19,4 Loe 1G 1o.3 Bae @) 0 


Florence County 


Wage laborers 61.4 63,6 61.4 WOeo Vide OGee 9550 LOO. 
Sharccroppers ye. Gel 1.3.0 11.4 Se O O 0 
Renters OG O ) @) @) O 0 0 
Others 4,5 oo 11,4 6.8 cipal 49 Le @) 
Not working Zio Pe L305 Om £35 Ze O O 0) 


1/ Seventy familics in Laurens County and 79 families in Florence County. 
af Thirty-one families in Laurcns County end 44 familics in Florence County. 
For source, see Table 6. 
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Table 18.- Tenure cxpericnce of family heads, by shorecropper-wege 
family groups, 1930-37, Miller, Jcffcrson, and Phillips 
Countics, Arkansas, 1957 


Group and tenure :Porcontero of workers in caeh clossification, by years 
classification SAS sleet Jo UOS4 is LID POC eI OU 
Group A : 
Wage laborer 2.00.0 85.4 74,0 Crete moet 50.6 Ore Bite 
Sharecropper ; @) 9.4 POSS Ao was 35.0 ode 41.0 44.6 
Renter ah : @) @) ) ew 3.4 Dosh 6.4 oO. 
wer : @) O 6) 0 C 6) O e) 
Other : 0 Dies 6,2 ie oe H3.8, 19,0 sel.G 
Total - 10020 WOOTO” 190.0" 100.0" 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Number working 2/ : 96 96 96 93 83 87 78 74. 
Group B 
Wage laborer 64,6 Siete 4) come 40,0 Dost BAG EV oe ORO 
Sharecropper < 65.4 56,10 425998 40,5 45.0 45.1 20.6 Ose 
Ronter 1/ ee 4,8 4,8 6.5 8.3 8.6 9.1 9.4 
Owner 2 @) 0 @) O @) @) 0 1.9 
Other @) O 4.7 Ieee 10.0 WeRep aia e) AAPG) 
Total : 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Number working 2/ 3 60 63 63 62 60 58 55 53 
Group C 
Wage laborer lean C4—n ee Se crore) Lie) 1459 noe § 11.4 
Sharccropper 87.35 IRAE ESE Sane. Gi, 2 63,2 56.5 54.9 
Renter 1/ © 4.1 ow 8.5 UNA EC Gate toot mere 
Ovner : @) 0 Leu api ee bee Det Bee 
Other : 0 ) ee Bea Deo oan pha As Loe 
Total #46020 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0" 100.0 100.0 
Numbor working 2/ Oe 99 98 96 92 87 84. 79 
Group D 
Wage laborer 242 Ded 444 araiy +66 spe) 447 6,2 
Shercecropper sities 95~e6 88.9 83.35 Sey 69.4 63.0 
Rentcr av, : 6) ARSE 5.6 5.6 8.0 8.0 14.1 DEAS 
Ovmer : 0 0) @) 6) tha aan 1. Biee 
bher 6) 0) ina 444 449 103 O56 14,8 
Total TOO NO 100.0 9100.0 2100.0 9100.0; (10020) 100.0 100.8 
Number working 2/ : Of 91 90 90 88 88 85 81 


1/7 Includes share rentors, cash renters, and standing renters. The majority, 
however, were share rontors. 

2/ Workers indicating that they wore “on their own", or working for themselves. 
The data include tenure experience of the workers aftor they loft home 


"Rocont Changes in Farm Labor Organization in Three Arkanses Plantetion Countics," 
by Glen T. Barton and J. G. MeNocly. Agricultural Exporimont Station, University 
of Arkansas, Fayetteville, Arkansas, Soptombor, 19359, B.A.E. and A.A.A., Ue Se 
Department of Agriculture, coopereting. 
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TENURE HISTORY OF SELECTED INDIVIDUALS, LAURENS 
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TENURE HISTORY OF SELECTED 


INDIVIDUALS, 
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ARKANSAS HILLS 


CROPPERS 
(AGE BEGAN WORKING ) 


1887 1877 1887 
WM Wage Jaborer 
R&S] Cropper 
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Unpaid family laborer 
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Number of Moves Sharecroppers and Wage Laborers Make 


In Laurens and Florence Counties, South Carolina, sharecroppers 
and wage laborers moved from one farm to another at the rate of between 
2.5 and 3.0 times in each 10-year period (Table 19). This is an average 
of no more than 3 or 4 years residence per farm. Many families move 
more frequently and some few have lived on the same farm all of their 
lives. Frequently they move back to the same farms two or more times 
during their lives. 

In the three Arkansas Bottom Land Counties, studied in 1937, 
nearly 40 percent of the sharecropper and wage families were residing 
Oneiietr 195/ farms for ine first year, and 59.1 percent had lived there 
for wo years or less. liore than 75 percent had lived on the farms of 
their 1937 residence four years or less. The average for the 355 cases 
was less than two 


rears residence on thcir 1937 farms. 


Mobility of families tends to breed instability into the lives 
Of their children and retardation in bducaticnal attainment is associated 
Mitieil. Merecover, there are social losses in the continual severance 
of the family from community ties, and a decay of social institutions. 
These social losses result in economic losses to individuals and to 


communities and the costs of moving about are additional individual 


ieeces Viicn In their ageregate become losses to society, also. 
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Table 19,- Number of moves 1/ sharecroppers and wage families 
made during past ten years, Laurens and Florence 
Counties, South Cerolina, 1957 
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a 


: ‘Number show-: : spiumbor show-: 
: mer) on 2 Average. + ‘ine 10 or |; Average 
Item : Number : more years :numbor of: Number : more years :numbor of 
: of : tenure *) moves << of : tenure : moves 
__:families: history: made :families: history i made 


Wage families : om ay, 2.47 oe pie 276 
Sharecroppers : 70 56 Bede WES 64 Peo 


Lc tc | Sa le ae, SS SS a ere ape BLT EPO PTT 
1/7 A move was considered to be a change botweon farms or different management, 
and docs not include moves between houses on farms of the same management. For 
this reason, these data cannot be Giroctly compared with the cconsus. 

For source, see Table 6, 
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Table 20.- Percentage of wage labor-sharecropper groups 
occupying farms ay for an average of specified 
number of years; Miller, Jefferson, and Phillips 
Counties, Arkansas, 1957 


Wage labor-sharecropper groups 


Occupancy : : : ; 7 Topas ox 

5 A : B C : D : average 

Years : Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 
AL s O.o 38,0 43.4 Doel EI, 
2 OE Ge he Ret Ly ate Loee 19.2 
3 Pelee O 12 AS) aT ae 10.0 
4 : 6.9 Tee D8 8,3 re) 
Dien ea ake Ree 14.1 det 18.4 1.0 
10 - 14 ; Date Die ay) Bee 4.6 
1S and. over” $ Oot Vas he Gee Salk 
Total SPL OUe LOG. O 100.0 10050 LOOT 


A move’ was considered to be @ change between farms of different 
management, and does not include moves between houses on farms of 
the same managemont. For this reason, these data cannot be direct- 
ly compared with the census, The data include all farm occupancies 
in the entire tenure experience of the families, 

For source, see Table 16. 
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Seasonal Distribution of Employment and Farnings 

In an earlier testimony it was mentioned that earnings of share- 
croppers anc wage laborers were affocted by the seasonal distribution of 
labor. Charts were presented showing sharp seasonal swings of employment 
of ramily and hired workers, It seems timely, in this connection, that 
this should be included here to complete the picture as it is related to 
Sharecroppers and wage laborers. Figures 7 and 8 are therefore included 
to show the seasonal distribution of days worked for sharecropper and wage 
laborer familics in four areas, and to show its effects on ecarnings of 
wage laborer families in two of the areas, 


Mechanization in the Bottom Land Arcas of Arkansas has cut short 
some of the opportunities for work in the ecarlicr months of the ycoar. 
Continued mechanization or the work proviously done with the use of mules 
and horses will continuc to reduce the labor needs during the carlier 
Ionths, and will serve to acecntuate the seasonal swings of employment 
in each areca. Therefore, less labor will be employed during the first 

ix or seven months of the ycar. Effects on the income of the workers 
will be proportional with the employment distribution, unless, of course, 
a now migration pattern is developed. 
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MONTHLY DISTRIBUTION OF AVERAGE DAYS WORKED, BOTTOMS 
AND UPLAND, ARKANSAS, 1938,AND LAURENS AND 
FLORENCE COUNTIES, SOUTH CAROLINA, 1937 
DAYS 


ARKANSAS 
BOTTOMS UPLAND 
harecropper~ Sharecropper Se 
45 Share | _ Share | £7 \N 
renter | P renter aoe 
Wage _ 
, family TY 
30 —f- 
lA 
, 
1S 
TOTAL DAYS WORKED 
SHARE RENTER---335.5 TOTAL DAYS WORKED 
SHARECROPPER---293.0 SHARE RENTER FAMILY---291.4 
sees SHARECROPPER FAMILY-—-300.1 
Sh pln ec ee eT 
ea ate ae: 
| SOUTH CAROLINA 
LAURENS COUNTY FLORENCE 
COUNTY 
75 \Sharecropper | 
vamilys a 
oe Sharecropper | 
60 +/— a Se nil) a 
4s ——|-|——/ 
ta oe. 
=—7 
| / wil ys 
4 VT! ‘\ 
30 = fol Wy \- 
7 ne \ * 
CA Wage \ 
bo family iene Wage family ae \ 
| 
1s al L 
TOTAL DAYS WORKED TOTAL DAYS WORKED 
SHARECROPPER FAMILY---584 SHARECROPPER FAMILY-—~708 
WAGE FAMILY=>-=-—==—-—- 371 WAGE FAMILY 
(@) 
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MONTHLY DISTRIBUTION WAGE FAMILY INCOME, LAURENS AND 


FLORENCE COUNTIES, SOUTH CAROLINA, 1937 
DOLLARS 


LAURENS COUNTY 
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D TOTAL CASH EARNINGS $228.00 
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— oo 
FLORENCE COUNTY 
20 Sets ame si ne 
10 aI i = 
TOTAL CASH EARNINGS 
$257.00 4 
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Women and Children Labor of Sharecropper and Wage Laborer Femilies 


An average of 1.6 women and children per sharecropper family in 
Chicot, Mississippi, and Pulaski Counties, Arkansas, worked in the fields 
in 1938. The average family consisted of 4.0 persons so that 40 percent 
of the working force of the family were women and children. Ten of the 
working children of the 107 families were under 10 years of age, and two 
of the women laborers were over 60 years of age. 

In the average wage families 35 percert of the working force was 
Supplied by women and children. Four of the children of the 83 families 
were less than 10 years of age and two of the women were over 60 years of 
age. 

in Laurens and Florence Counties, South Carolina, one-half of the 
average sharecropper labor force were women and children. In the 149 
families there were 12 child laborers under 10 years of age and four 
women over 60. Of the 75 wage families averaging 4.3 persons per family 
there were 1.6 women and children laborers. In.the wage families there 
was only one child laborer under 10 years of age and two women workers 


over 60. 
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Table 21.- Number of women and children of sharecropper and wage 
laborer families, included in sample studies, who were 
working in 1937 and 1938 


ee 
: sAverage:__ Age of workers 
Item woeovelt: (per + Under: ; : : : Over 
: Crem se tO * LO=1e s 15-15: 16-18 : 19=60.- 60 
i ; AEE AE A ES 


Chicot, Mississippi, and Pulaski Counties, Arkansas, 1938 1/ 


Sharecropper families 169 146 10 18 25 28 86 

(107 families) 

Children 81 0.8 10 18 25 28 -- -- 
Male 41 0.4 4 10 =i) 16 -- -- 
Female 40 0.4 6 8 14 12 ~~ -- 

Women 88 0.8 -- -- -- -- 86 


Wage laborer families 102 ie 4 10 19 TL 60 

(83 families) 

Children 40 0.5 4, 10 15 Teli -- == 
Male 26 Dies 2 5 a 8 -- -- 
Female 14 Oe e 5 4. 3 -- -- 

Women 62 Ose a -- -- -- 60 

SSS 
Laurens and Florence Counties, South Carolina, 1937 2/ 
Sharecropper families 419 eo ie 67 83 80 Llp 
(149 families) 

Children 242 1A 12 67 83 80 -- ao 
Male 125 0.8 5 Oe 44 Ae -- -- 
Female eliZ 0.8 ¢ a6, 39 36 ae ae 

Women 77 ee =~ -- + ~- 173 


Wage laborer families tear, 6 al 10 raul 14 69 

(75 families) 

Children 4.6 0.6 sh Ini; ay 14 ne - 
Male ok 0.3 @) 6 10 oD —— ais 
Female 48) Oo il 4, cm 9 caer pa 

Women ea LO ~e ae -- -- 69 


iy Average size of sharecropper familics 4.0 persons; average sizo of wage fami- 


lies 3,4 persons, 

e/ Average size of sharecropper families 5,9 persons; average size of wage fami- 
lies 4.5 persons, 

For source, sec Table 4 for Arkansas counties and Table 6 for South Carolina 
counties. 
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Home-Use Goods as a Meuns of Improving Bconomic Status 


In table 22 is presented a comparison of income, including that 
secured by cropper and wage laborer families from home-use goods in 193”, 
with the income that would heve accrucd to those families had they produced 
all of their home-use needs. 


Most of the items of home-use nesds could have been produced, but 
as the table indicates, a deficiency of between $128.50 and 3191.65 was 
the rule. Their total net income, including home-use goods and perquisites, 
would have been increased by 21.8 and 28.0 percent in the case of share- 
croppers in Florence and Laurens Counties, South Carolina. Wage family 
incomes would have in¢reased by as much as 39.9 and 54.8 percent in Laurens 
and Florence Counties, had they produced all of their needs. 


The production of these items eppcars to be associated with sccurity 
of tenure, Workers; evon if they recognize the importance of producing 
many of these items, can littlo afford to invest funds for the production 
of livestock products with the short tenure experience in prospect for them. 
Effort should now be initiated to lay a foundation for stability and security 
of farm laborers, just as efforts already are under way with tenants, 


Table 22.- Comparison of home use goods actually produced 
with needs ay and the effect on total net income 
if needs were produced, South Carolina 


: : i Percent 
‘Food needs: : inerease : Percent 
Item - ‘in excess: Net income: in income: of 
2 Net : of “) if ‘weeds : Af moeeds |: needs 
income :production: produced : produced : produced _ 
> Dollars Dollars Dollars Percent Percent 
Laurens County 
Sharecropper 2 .B60,90 LO, oO aero oO.0 41,9 
Wage family ay HOA? Oe 138,00 4.85, 82 39.9 1gsh ye. 
Florence County 
Sharecropper COS Sy 141,75 794,52 ays: 48,2 
Wage family * 649,60 LOUS6o 541.20 54,3 Le AY: 


‘Noods" as used here are those deseribed in’"Food and Food Needs for’ 
South Carolina" by Stcanson, Lagrone,’ and Terry, Regional Circular No. Dy 
Division of Farm Management and Costs, Region V, Bureau of Agricultural 


Economics, U. S. Department of Agriculture, Atlanta, Gcorgia, May 25, 1939, 


For source, sec Table 6, 


